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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The authors aimed to evaluate the effectiveness of the Termites’ mounds as an alternative source of environmentally friendly soil amendment for plant growth. The study looked at the composition of some macro and micro nutrients present in termite mound soil found in Gashua and its surroundings.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Very long and preferred to be modified into “The Effectiveness of Termite Mound Soil Amendment in Promoting Sustainable Plant Growth” for simplicity.
	

	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.


	Please note the following:
· The background is very long and must be reduced.
· The aim of the study is not clear.

· The methodology overview was not listed.

· No conclusion was provided.
· Many modifications must be made to enhance the readability and understanding of the text. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	· Keywords: Re-arrange and modify as follows: “Biodiversity, Chemical Fertilizers, Decomposable, Environmentally Friendly, Soil Amendment, Termites’ Mounds”. 

· Introduction: Please note the following: 

· Improperly arranged in four paragraphs. 

· The introduction has to be rearranged into three paragraphs, i.e., 1. Introduction 2. Significance of the study, and 3. Aim of the study.

· Some modifications must be made to enhance the readability and understanding of the text. 

· The aim: Long with non-realistic hypothesis.
· Materials and methods: Please note the following:
· MUST provide the institutional approval number for the study.
· MUST provide details on the treatment and sampling.
· Provide the statistical model used for the analysis of the data.

· Some modifications must be made to enhance the readability and understanding of the text.
· Results: Please note the following: 

· Reduce the illustrations of numbers within the text and instead use your expressions.

· Many modifications must be made to enhance the readability and understanding of the text
· Discussion: Note the following: 

· Moderate comparisons and speculation. 

· Some modifications must be made to enhance the readability and understanding of the text
· Conclusion: Note the following: 

· Some modifications were suggested to enhance the readability and understanding of the text.
· Figures: Some modifications were suggested to enhance the readability and understanding of the text.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The manuscript highlighted that although the termite mounds contain higher nutrient concentrations than adjacent soils and, therefore, could serve as effective soil amendments in organic matter–deficient soils, thereby enhancing plant growth and overall productivity, analysis revealed no statistically significant differences in the macro and micronutrient composition between soils collected from termite mounds and those obtained from the surrounding environment.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	MUST BE UPDATED, as 31% (9 out of 29) of the listed references were published in the past five years. The percentage has to increase to at least 35-40%. Old references and a lack of reference updates negatively impact the importance of the study.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The manuscript was expressed in moderate English and grammar. Professional copyediting and proofreading, proper display of the abstract and introduction, brief methods have to be listed, and the necessity to update references has to be carried out before resubmission to enhance the readability and understanding of the text and achieve publishing value.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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