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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 study tackles a vital issue for regional agriculture by examining how different fertilization schemes influence tomato productivity on the nutrient-depleted soils of Southern Benin. By evaluating both a local landrace and an improved hybrid, the authors provide a valuable comparative framework for understanding genotypic responses to organic and mineral inputs. Such insights are essential for addressing food security challenges and developing reliable crop performance models in environments with low soil fertility. This work offers a practical and scientifically sound contribution to sustainable soil management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable and clearly indicates the object of the study, subject and location.
	

	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.


	The abstract is well-structured and clear. To enhance its scientific impact and citability, I suggest incorporating specific quantitative data, such as the percentage increase in fruit yield for the T3 treatment compared to the control. Additionally, defining the specific type of organic amendment used would be beneficial, as the term "organic" is somewhat too broad for a technical summary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are quite sufficient and extremely relevant, which is one of the strongest aspects of this work.
	

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


	The level of English is sufficient for scholarly communications 
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, the article makes a positive impression. The manuscript is professionally executed and offers a timely contribution to sustainable nutrient management in West African horticulture. The comparative analysis between local and improved genotypes provides a robust framework for enhancing productivity on nutrient-poor soils. While the results are compelling, minor streamlining of the text to avoid redundancy with the tables would further improve the clarity of the presentation.
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