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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 insight into agronomic practices for improving ginger production in Côte d’Ivoire. The findings demonstrate the impact of different cropping systems on ginger growth and yield, highlighting mound cultivation as the most effective technique. The study contributes practical knowledge that can enhance productivity and promote sustainable agricultural practices among small-scale farmers in tropical regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly represents the content of the manuscript.
Optional suggestion: “Effect of different cultivation techniques on growth and yield of ginger (Zingiber officinale Roscoe) in Daloa, Côte d’Ivoire” — to make it more specific scientifically.
	

	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 concise and well-structured. It clearly states the objectives, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it could be slightly improved by adding key statistical values (e.g., P-values) and a brief statement on the practical implications of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The experimental design is appropriate, and data analysis (ANOVA and Tukey’s test) has been correctly applied. The results are coherent and well-discussed in relation to previous research. The conclusions are supported by the presented data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, up-to-date, and relevant. The majority are from 2022–2025, reflecting a good balance between foundational and recent literature. No additional references are required.
	

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


	Yes, the manuscript is written in understandable English, though minor grammatical and syntactic corrections are recommended to improve readability and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures could be presented with higher resolution and clearer captions.

· A summary table combining all agronomic parameters would make the results section more concise and reader-friendly.

· The conclusion could include brief recommendations for future research (e.g., testing fertilizer or irrigation effects in combination with mound cultivation).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues were identified. The study appears to have been conducted following accepted research standards.
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