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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript provides a valuable empirical investigation into the growth responses of soybean varieties under salinity stress conditions. The focus on a salt mining region in Nigeria offers critical insights into localized agricultural challenges, especially regarding abiotic stress management. Furthermore, the identification of salt-tolerant genotypes has practical implications for breeding programs and sustainable crop production in saline-prone areas. The study thus contributes meaningfully to global efforts in improving food security through genotype screening and environmental adaptation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is informative and clearly reflects the scope and geographic relevance of the study. However, a slight refinement for clarity could be:
"Assessment of Growth Performance of Soybean (Glycine max L.) Varieties under Salt Stress Conditions in Yala, Cross River State, Nigeria."
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract adequately summarizes the objectives, methods, major findings, and implications. However, it could be improved by explicitly stating the salt levels used (4, 6, and 8 dS/m) and including quantitative highlights (e.g., percentage reductions in growth parameters). Consider rephrasing “data collected was” to “data collected were,” and correcting “asses” to “assess.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically valid. The use of a Completely Randomized Design (CRD) with three replicates and analysis via ANOVA and DMRT is appropriate. The results are clearly presented, and discussions are supported by relevant literature. However, more detailed physiological or molecular explanations for salt tolerance would enhance the robustness of the interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a good mix of recent and classical references, including works published between 2015 and 2023. It would benefit from the inclusion of recent international journal articles focusing on soybean salinity tolerance mechanisms, particularly from Plant Physiology, Field Crops Research, or Environmental and Experimental Botany.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is understandable, but several grammatical and stylistic issues need revision. Common issues include subject-verb agreement, punctuation errors, and informal constructions. A thorough proofreading by a native English speaker or professional editor is recommended to enhance clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Consistency in varietal names (e.g., TGX 1987-10F) should be ensured throughout.

2. Some tables could benefit from clearer formatting or condensed presentation.

3. Ensure all abbreviations (e.g., EC, CRD, DMRT) are defined upon first use.
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