Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Soil Science and Plant Nutrition

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJSSPN_142392

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EFFECT OF PHOSPHORUS ON SOIL PROPERTIES AND PERFORMANCE OF COWPEA AND AFRICAN YAM BEANS GROWN IN AKWA IBOM STATE

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Phosphorus is an important constituent of soil formation and it plays a significant role in the growth of the plants. This paper systematically and empirically (with laboratory testing and field work ) is of great significance as it also deals with two of the prime experimental crops that are grown in Africa. This paper will be interesting as it deals with a comparative study of crop yield in relation to phosphorus input.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A comparative study on the effect of phosphorus on Cowpea and African yam beans – A case study of Akwa Ibom 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.


	It is comprehensive. However the concluding observation is not very precise , within the abstract. It should be more lucid and clearer so that the readers do derive a fruitful conclusion of the result, in the abstract itself. Other than that, the abstract is good and is aligned with the title of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is correct. However, a little bit of sampling and the techniques used to examine the role of phosphorus, if could have been elaborated a little, the manuscript would have been accurate. The author is kindly requested to look into this matter, if possible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. It is sufficient and recent references of 2025 has also been added to the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes. The English is absolutely fine.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is a good paper and basically do not have any major corrections. A slight correction and the paper will be ready for publishing.
A good and scientific paper.
	


	PART  2: 



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



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Kathakali Bandopadhyay, Subarnarekha Mahavidyalaya, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

