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	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 will create suitable understanding to farmer’s and agronomics in cultivating this edible vegetable in their locality. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	On the paper title: the title was well coined but seedling should be corrected to seedlings since it was not one.
	

	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. In abstract seedling should be corrected to seedlings and line 3 in abstract (double bracket should be remove to one, line 7, plant should be corrected to plants.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes; This was well written and recent citations were made and problems were also stated. Secondly, the researcher was able to identifier how this problems can be manage.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. Recent citations were observed, 99% correct.  
	

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


	Yes.
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	In the methodology, duration of the experiment and treatment were written; the design of this experiment is Randomized Complete Block Design not split plot design. Reasons, it is a plot experiment (field work) based on your parameters, ANOVA can as well suit your data and Duncan’s Multiple Range Test (DMRT) can be used to separate the means at p<0.05 . Although, correlation analysis is still good base on research interest. Your statistical analysed Tables were good and results well presented. Please reduce this phrase “agrees”. As a scientist, there is room for speculation based on keen observation from your work and/or through logical reasoning through the course of the research. There is room for assertive argument that you will factually land on points to back up your findings. These avenues should be explored in this work. It is a lovely work and needs to be reported as such.           
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