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	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.
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	Review of the paper titled: “Comparative Study of Two Agricultural Practices on Some Agromorphological Parameters of Ribbed Tomatoes in the City of Korhogo”

The paper addresses an interesting and relevant topic in the context of agricultural production, particularly tomato cultivation. However, several aspects of the manuscript require improvement to enhance its clarity and scientific rigor.

· The Introduction is too brief. It should be expanded by adding a paragraph discussing the role and types of fertilizers commonly used in tomato production. The objective of the study should also be clearly defined.

· In the Materials section, it is important to specify the quantity and frequency of application of both the mineral and organic fertilizers used throughout the growing season.

· There is no information provided on the soil fertility status prior to the experiment. If such data are available, they should be included.

· The experimental treatments (variants) are not clearly defined. A clear description of each variant should be provided.

· The tables should include a column labeled “Variant 1, 2, etc.” to clearly distinguish between the different treatments.

· In Table 2, the term “Fruit mass (kg)” should be clarified—does it refer to the mass per plant, per plot, or total harvest?

· The term "Fruits harvested" lacks a measurement unit and should be corrected accordingly.

· Under the section Observations and Measurements, the methods used for analyzing the studied parameters should be clearly stated.

· In the Discussion, each of the studied parameters should be analyzed in detail, explaining the reasons for higher or lower values. A thorough comparison should be made between the tested variants and the control.

· The statistical significance of the results should be reported and discussed.

· The Conclusion should not begin with the phrase “At the end of this work.” Instead, it is recommended to start with: “Based on the analysis performed and the parameters studied, it can be concluded that…”
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