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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it explores sustainable intensification through maize–cowpea intercropping and advanced nitrogen management using nano urea. The study provides practical insights into improving resource use efficiency, nitrogen utilization, and overall productivity while reducing fertilizer dependency. Its findings offer a region-specific yet adaptable model for enhancing cereal–legume systems under similar agro-ecological conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	· Add quantitative yield data: Include actual maize and cowpea yields or percentage increase in maize equivalent yield (MEY) for better clarity of results.

· Streamline language: Some sentences are lengthy and can be shortened without losing meaning.

· Correct minor typo: The last keyword “Sustainable productivit” should read “Sustainable productivity.”

· Add a clear conclusion statement: End with one concise sentence highlighting the practical recommendation.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction

· Some paragraphs are long and can be split for better readability.

· Avoid repetition of the concept “spatial arrangement/row ratio optimises resource use,” which appears multiple times.

· Add a clear statement of objectives at the end — currently implied but not distinctly stated.

Materials and Methods

· The naming of treatments (e.g., S₁a, S₁b) could be simplified for clarity in tables.

· It would be useful to include plot size and sowing/harvest dates.

· Specify whether nitrogen doses were applied in splits (basal/top dressing).

· Statistical software used (e.g., SAS, SPSS, R, or Excel) should be mentioned.

· Include rainfall during the study period to validate environmental comparability between years.

 Results and Discussion

Plant Population: Discussion could briefly note whether cowpea population was also monitored.

Plant Height and Dry Matter Production:  Include statistical significance (p-values) in narrative for stronger scientific

Leaf Area Index (LAI): The LAI table (Table 2) include CV% (Coefficient of Variation) for better statistical clarity.

Yield and Maize Equivalent Yield (MEY)

· Figures should be referenced consistently (e.g., “Fig. 1” in parentheses in text).

· Add numerical yield values in text (actual maize and cowpea yields) rather than relying solely on the graph.

· Include Land Equivalent Ratio (LER) for a more comprehensive system productivity assessment, if data are available.

· Clarify whether yield data are pooled or averaged across years.

 Conclusion: Include specific quantitative summary, e.g., “resulted in 33% higher MEY than sole maize.”
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