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	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 comparative assessment of biofertilizers and mineral fertilizers on potato growth under humid tropical conditions in West-Central Côte d'Ivoire.  

· It evaluates Azolla filiculoides and Chromolaena odorata as sustainable alternatives to conventional NPK fertilizers, addressing key challenges in soil fertility, environmental sustainability, and food security.  

· The study generates valuable empirical evidence on the potential of biofertilizers to reduce reliance on chemical inputs while enhancing soil health and crop productivity.  

· By promoting agroecological practices, the research offers practical solutions for potato cultivation in nutrient-poor tropical soils, contributing significantly to sustainable agriculture.

     
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the scope and focus of the study by specifying the subjects being compared (biofertilizers Azolla filiculoides and Chromolaena odorata, and a mineral fertilizer), the targeted crop (potato, Solanum tuberosum L.), the parameters measured (agro-morphological), and the geographical and ecological context (humid tropical zone of West-Central Côte d'Ivoire).
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive as it clearly presents the context, objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions of the study. It effectively summarizes the focus on comparing biofertilizers (Azolla filiculoides and Chromolaena odorata) and a mineral fertilizer (NPK 15-15-15) on potato growth in a specific tropical environment, highlighting important soil characteristics, experimental design, growth parameters measured, and the differential impacts observed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically correct based on the detailed methodologies, robust experimental design, and thorough data analysis presented. It employs a well-established completely randomized Fisher block design with adequate replicates, ensuring valid comparison among treatments.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant, covering key topics such as soil analysis methods, biofertilizer properties, sustainable fertilization practices, and potato cultivation in tropical conditions. Many citations are from reputable journals and include foundational and recent studies, with several references from the last 5 years.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communications. The manuscript is well-structured, clear, and concise, with appropriate scientific terminology and formal tone expected in academic research.
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	I suggest that scientific names be written in italics in the document.
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