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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.


	The manuscript in important in the scientific community because it provides quantitative on the benefits of intercropping cowpea to maix.  It appears that 1:1 ration of cowpea and Maiz significantly enhance nitrogen in soil.  The finding is crucial in reducing the application of N-fertilizer on the succeeding crop/s.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is suitable because it effectively covers the core element of the study example: Crop and Practices – clearly mentioned Maize-cowpea Intercrop.  In my view, the title can be furthered improve like this.
“Optimizing Maize–Cowpea Intercropping: Impact of Nano Urea on Crop Quality and Residual Nitrogen in the Central Plain Zon”
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract in comprehensive which cover is aspect of the study and clearly state the methodology and results.  However few suggestions is required to enhance the flow and clarity of the manuscript.
Please include the yield and the land use efficiency (like the Land Equivalent Ratio) which has the best result.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its methodology, results, and discussions.  There is minor editorial correction I observed like for instant:

"Neutral" Soil pH: pH 7.70 is more accurately categorized as "slightly alkaline" rather than "nearly neutral," which is typically 6.6 to 7.3. The interpretation in Table 1 as "Neutral" is slightly off, but the numerical value is correctly reported.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	10 out of 16 reference are recent (2021 to 2025)
	

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


	Base on the manuscript, the language and English quality is most suitable for scholarly communications but minor editing is needed to meet the high standard expected in journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Yes, but only possible issue like
1. Ethical/Clarity Issue: The exact populations or planting geometry for both main plots (sole crop) and intercropped systems must be specified in the Materials and Methods.
2. The used of term NANO UREA
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