Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_141651

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Integrated management of Saccharum officinarum Artsch-Wager using fertilisers in forest areas in the context of climate-smart agriculture, Central African Republic

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The importance of this manuscript includes: 1. Sugarcane is the main source of sugar production and is considered a staple food worldwide and a job creator, which is addressed in this manuscript. 2. Sugarcane plant (Saccharum officinarum L.) is an economic product due to its growth and favorable climate in the research target areas, which is discussed in this manuscript. 3. Although sugarcane is considered a water-loving and industrial plant, and has declined in the Central African Republic in recent years due to a number of biological constraints, it still plays a role in biodiversity and economics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is consistent with the text of the manuscript and is acceptable.
	

	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 has a somewhat appropriate and comprehensive structure and is acceptable.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is well structured. But scientifically: 1. The authors have used the 24 descriptors (Table III and IV) for data collection at six (06) and twelve (12) months for agro-morphological characterisation, which is acceptable. 2. Figures 1 to 6 are scientifically acceptable. 3. It is recommended to the author (authors) to analyze and clearly manage and present the process of figures 7 to 13 based on the software output. And their quality must be high.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A lot of research has been done in this field (on the subject of sugarcane plant). The sources are mostly old and some addresses need to be managed based on the journal scope. For example, source (12) is addressed as unknown. 
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the conclusion section, this sentence; (Agricultural research can therefore contribute to the development of resistant and productive varieties) is not correct. Because, the conclusion of the most important components of the results should be managed. The author(s) are advised to improve the conclusion and make it more universal. I wish success to the author(s).
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