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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.


	It is important because it identifies optimal plant density and seedling age combination that results in better chilli pepper growth and yield. It provides guidance for farmers to improve the productivity by efficiency in land use and seedling management. It also contributes information for sustainable agriculture practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest the following title:
Influence of plant population density and seedling age on growth and yield performance of chilli pepper in the Northern Guinea Savannah of Nigeria
	

	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.


	It is not comprehensive since it does not provide the most relevant results
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Aside from the error indicated in the optional/general comments, it is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	They are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	It is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The variables evaluated indicated in the abstract do not correspond to the variables indicated in the materials and methods.
When referring to days of growth, write as follows: 40-day-old seedlings, and so on.

I suggest that Relative growth rate be included in Table 2 for better fluidity and understanding of the explanation.

The following statement is incorrect: Lower density (33,300 plants ha-1) recorded the higher value with respect to and mean fruit weight (MFW) followed by the moderate population density (50,000 plants ha-1), since 50,000 plants showed higher values for mean fruit weight.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 detail)

No
	


Reviewer details:

Guillermo Fuentes-Davila,Mexican National Institute for Forestry, Agriculture, and Livestock Research, Mexico
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


