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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 valuable field-based evidence on the role of organic amendments in improving the growth and yield of Bambara groundnut, a climate-resilient crop with high nutritional potential. It contributes to sustainable agriculture research by comparing commonly available organic inputs, thereby offering insights for smallholder farmers in sub-Saharan Africa. The study also enhances knowledge on varietal responses to organic amendments, which is essential for crop improvement and management strategies. Overall, the findings can help guide sustainable crop production practices in marginal environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Effect of selected organic materials amendment on the growth characteristics and yield of Bambara groundnut in Abuja, Nigeria”, is clear but slightly wordy. A more concise alternative could be:“Effects of Organic Amendments on Growth and Yield of Bambara Groundnut (Vigna subterranea L.) in Abuja, 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 is comprehensive, but it can be improved by:

· Clearly stating the study’s objective at the beginning.

· Presenting key quantitative results more systematically (leaf area, plant height, yield).

· Refining the conclusion to highlight the practical significance for farmers and sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (RCBD with replications) is appropriate, the data analysis is valid, and the interpretations are supported by results. Minor inconsistencies in the description of treatments (sometimes referred to as “extracts” vs. “organic materials”) should be clarified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and include both recent and relevant sources. However, the inclusion of more up-to-date international studies (2022–2024) on organic amendments and Bambara groundnut could further strengthen the background and discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable, but the English needs minor polishing for grammar, conciseness, and consistency. For example, phrases such as “the and the analysis” and “nematicide extracts” (instead of organic extracts) should be corrected. A light copy-edit will enhance clarity and flow.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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