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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community, particularly in the fields of crop science, agronomy, and plant breeding. By analyzing multi-year correlations among growth and yield traits of chilli pepper under varying plant densities and seedling ages, it provides valuable insights into the key determinants of yield stability in tropical environments. The study’s identification of traits such as fruit weight, number of fruits per plant, shoot biomass, and branching as consistent yield predictors offers practical guidance for breeding programs and agronomic optimization. Moreover, its multi-season approach enhances the reliability and applicability of the findings, contributing to improved chilli production strategies in the Northern Guinea Savanna and similar agroecological zones.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, why it works well:
· It clearly identifies the main variables studied (yield, growth, and yield characters).

· It specifies the crop (chilli pepper, Capsicum annuum L.).

· It highlights the major experimental factors (plant population density and seedling age).

· It includes the study location (Zuru, Kebbi State), which adds contextual relevance, especially for region-specific agronomic research.
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	Revised Abstract 

The study investigated the correlations among growth and yield components of chilli pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) under varying plant population densities and seedling ages across three consecutive rainy seasons in Zuru, Northern Guinea Savanna of Nigeria. A split-plot design was used with three population densities, four seedling ages, and three chilli varieties. Data on twelve agronomic traits were analyzed using Pearson’s correlation coefficients. Results revealed consistent and significant positive correlations between fresh fruit yield and key traits such as mean fruit weight, number of fruits per plant, shoot dry weight, and number of branches, indicating their importance as reliable selection indices for yield improvement. Variations in correlation strength across years were attributed to climatic fluctuations and density–age interactions. These findings provide valuable insights for breeding and agronomic strategies aimed at enhancing chilli pepper productivity under savanna conditions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and valid, with sound experimental design, proper data analysis, and well-reasoned conclusions.
However, minor improvements in statistical depth, data summarization, and language editing are recommended before journal submission to enhance clarity and scientific impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant to the study’s focus on chilli pepper growth and yield correlations. However, incorporating a few more internationally recognized and methodological references (e.g., on trait association, path analysis, and environmental influence on yield) would enrich the manuscript’s scientific foundation and global relevance.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates sound scientific content, but the English language and style require improvement to meet scholarly communication standards. Issues with grammar, sentence structure, and consistency should be addressed through careful editing or professional language proofreading. After revision for clarity, conciseness, and correct scientific formatting, the paper will communicate its findings more effectively.
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