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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 provides valuable insight into how different levels of NPK fertilizer affect the growth performance, disease incidence, and pest pressure on Telfairia occidentalis—a key indigenous leafy vegetable in West and Central Africa. The findings help address practical challenges faced by farmers, especially low yields, improper fertilization practices, and vulnerability to diseases. The results contribute to sustainable crop management strategies and support food security initiatives in regions where fluted pumpkin is widely cultivated. Additionally, the study fills a gap in literature by providing data from Cameroon, where few scientific assessments have been conducted on this crop.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the manuscript.

No change recommended.
	

	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 generally clear, concise, and covers all essential components: aim, methods, results, and conclusion. However, a few improvements are suggested:

· Consider adding the exact range of fertilizer levels in the abstract to improve clarity.

· Disease incidence and severity results may be simplified for readability.

· Pest findings could be summarized more briefly.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design (CRD with four replicates) is appropriate, and the data collection methods for growth, disease, and pest assessment are adequately described. The statistical analysis appears correctly applied, and conclusions are consistent with results.

Minor improvements can be made in organizing the Results and Discussion sections for smoother flow.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and include both classic and recent literature (up to 2024).

Optional additions could include more recent studies on plant nutrition–disease interactions in vegetables, but not mandatory.
	

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


	The English is understandable and generally clear, but moderate editing is required for grammar, sentence structure, subject–verb agreement, and consistency in tense.

A professional language edit is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Some figures may benefit from clearer labeling and higher resolution.
  Tables are informative but should include proper captions explaining all abbreviations.

  Disease symptoms could be more clearly linked to likely pathogen groups (fungal, viral, etc.).

  Consider standardizing units (e.g., cm², kg/ha).
Minor Revision 

The study is scientifically valid and provides useful information. Some improvements in language editing and clarity of presentation are recommended before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified. The study involves agronomic field experiments that do not fall under animal or human ethics requirements. 
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