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	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 encourages economical and sustainable carrot farming for Ghanaian farmers.

· It enhances food security, yield stability, and soil health in tropical vegetable systems.

· It gives scientific proof of successful nutrient management techniques in a difficult agroecological zone.
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	YES, and A little lengthy, but well-summarized. The key recommendation and statistical significance should be condensed and given in a single sentence. (Word Count more than 300)
Journal abstract can be followed since in the model template it contains all the aim, place, methodology, result, and conclusion.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
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Results and Discussion are given separately.
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	The work carried out is good and the results are satisfactory.

Two references are missing from the main paper on to reference page. 
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	The language is good and can be comprehended in a few pages.
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