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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 study introduces a new research concept to which scientific community can explore in the areas of sustainable development and efficient practices for improving on dormant or recalcitrant seeds for food production, particularly foot yam production. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Relatively suitable, however, here is my suggested title, “Breaking Dormancy of Elephant Foot Yam (Amorphophallus paeoniifolius Dennst (Nicolson.)) Using Organic and Inorganic Amendment
	

	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 need to be rearranged, some words need to be replaced and recast. Also, some points are missing, such as explanation of the statistical tools used for data analysis.

Recast the abstract. The location of the experiment should come first, and then followed by the objectives. The parameters upon which the data was taken upon should be stated clearly under data collection after definition of treatment.   Before the statement of result, the need to write out the statistical tools used in analysis of data collected. Replaced @ with appropriate word “at” Lastly, conclude with one of your stated objectives.      
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The scientific concepts and methodologies presented need significant improvement. 

For example: Materials and method not clearly described
                        Study design, sample selection and data collection are not appropriate                       
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are well captured and recent
	

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


	While the article shows promise, some revisions are necessary to enhance language quality. Refining sentence structure and proof reading for minor errors
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the topic is interesting, some sections could benefit from more detailed explanations. There are areas where the flow of ideas could be improved for better readability. However, with some revisions to address the areas mentioned, this work could be even more impactful 
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