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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 addresses an important agronomic issue relevant to sustainable vegetable production in semi-arid regions of Africa, particularly Niger. By comparing mineral and organic fertilization strategies on growth, phenology, and yield of a locally important chili pepper variety, the study provides practical, location-specific evidence that can support improved soil fertility management and farmer decision-making. The findings contribute to the broader discourse on agroecological intensification and organic nutrient management under Sahelian conditions. The work is especially valuable for researchers, extension agents, and policymakers concerned with sustainable horticulture in resource-limited environments.
	

	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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured. However, minor improvements are recommended:

· Clearly state the experimental design (factorial randomized block design) in one sentence.

· Indicate the most effective treatment (composted poultry manure, T3) explicitly in the concluding sentence.

· Consider briefly mentioning the magnitude of yield improvement relative to the control to strengthen impact.

These refinements would enhance clarity and scientific precision.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is appropriate, the statistical analyses (ANOVA, Tukey test, PCA) are correctly applied, and the interpretation of results is largely consistent with the data presented. The strong performance of organic fertilizers, particularly composted poultry manure, is well supported by both growth and yield parameters.

However, some scientific clarifications are needed, including:

· Better justification of fertilizer doses used, especially the high organic manure rates (30 t/ha).

· Clear separation of Results and Discussion, as these sections are partially merged.

· Minor consistency issues in terminology (e.g., Jar vs. days after transplanting).

These issues do not invalidate the results but warrant revision.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is extensive and includes both classical and recent literature relevant to chili pepper agronomy, fertilization, and soil fertility management. The citations adequately support the discussion. However:

· Some references are relatively old or grey literature (theses, technical reports).

· The authors may consider adding 2–3 recent peer-reviewed studies (2019–2024) specifically on organic fertilization in Capsicum or similar vegetable crops under arid/semi-arid conditions.


	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but the English language quality requires improvement. Several issues are noted:

· Long, complex sentences that reduce clarity.

· Occasional grammatical errors and inconsistent tense usage.

· Mixing of French terms (e.g., “Jar”, “Les T4…”) within English text.

A thorough English language revision is strongly recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables are detailed and informative, but some could be simplified to improve readability.

· Units should be standardized throughout the manuscript.

· Figures are relevant, particularly PCA outputs, but captions could be more explanatory.

· The conclusion is strong and clearly aligned with the results.
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