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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.


	The manuscript investigates the effects of nitrogenous fertilizer rates and plucking intervals on soil N, P, and K in Eastern Africa tea plantations. However, the study confirms many already established findings- such as the effect of nitrogen on soil nutrients and the lack of plucking interval effect- without presenting new insights or a substantial advance in the field. Much of the discussion reiterates previous studies from both the authors’ group and other works, instead of expanding the knowledge base.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	No; Application Rates of Nitrogenous Fertilizers and Harvesting Intervals for Tea (Camellia sinensis (L.)) in Eastern Africa and Their Impact on Soil Nitrogen, Phosphorus, and Potassium
	

	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 also contains typographical errors and run-on sentences, which further detract from clarity. For example: The second sentence is somewhat awkward: "Recommended fertilizer tea in Eastern Africa and harvesting intervals are uniform despite varying environmental factors." Consider rephrasing to clarify.

Last sentence: “levels were optimal and therefore were not constraining tea production..” (double periods).

The language should be tightened for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks clarity in transitions between sections and within paragraphs. Rationale, findings, and implications are continuously revisited, leading to repetition (for example, repeated justification of why uniform agronomy may be flawed) and a circular structure that impedes reader understanding. Key results and methods are buried in the prose rather than being concisely outlined.
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	The reference list contains inconsistent citation styles, duplicated references, and incomplete bibliographic entries. Several works are cited multiple times for similar information without clear differentiation. Please ensure consistent formatting (author initials, italics, DOI/link placement). Several references appear twice with slight differences (e.g., two versions of Owuor et al., 2011). Clean up duplications.
	

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


	The document has frequent grammatical errors, awkward constructions (“Tea (Camellia sinensis, (L) O. Kuntze) is .commercially exploited for its beverages”), and formatting inconsistencies. These issues distract from the science and make comprehension more difficult for an international audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the question of how fertilizer and plucking regimes affect tea soils in Eastern Africa is important, the submitted manuscript does not contain sufficient novelty, analytical depth, or scientific rigor to merit publication. Major issues with writing clarity, organization, and missing essential data compound these problems.
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