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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.


	The study evaluated the effects of different nitrogen levels on three cucumber hybrids over three seasons, using a randomized complete block design. Results indicated that increasing nitrogen up to 100 kg N ha⁻¹ significantly enhanced growth and yield traits, while further increase to 150 kg N ha⁻¹ showed negligible benefits. The Greengo hybrid consistently produced the highest fruit weight across all nitrogen treatments, making it the most productive choice. The research recommends applying 100 kg N ha⁻¹ for optimal and economical fruit yield, particularly with the Greengo hybrid under open field conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Optimizing Nitrogen Fertilization for Enhanced Yield in Cucumber Hybrids: Evaluating Growth and Productivity of Greengo, African Giant, and Darina under Field Conditions
	Ok revised


	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.


	1. Explicitly mention the location and duration of the study (Teaching and Research Farm, Ekiti State University, Nigeria; three consecutive seasons) to contextualize the research.

2. Briefly state the specific growth and yield traits measured (e.g., vine length, leaf area, fruit weight) to clarify the scope of evaluation.

3. Include a concise statement about the statistical analysis method used (Randomized Complete Block Design and Duncan Multiple Range Test) to support the validity of results.

4. The repetition of the study description in the current selection should be removed for conciseness and to avoid redundancy.

Incorporating these points will improve the abstract’s completeness and precision, making it more informative for readers.


	Correction done
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound based on the provided content. It employs an appropriate experimental design (Randomized Complete Block Design with replicates) and evaluates relevant growth and yield parameters across three cucumber hybrids and four nitrogen levels. The statistical analysis using the Duncan Multiple Range Test is suitable for comparing treatment means. The conclusions—that nitrogen application at 100 kg N ha⁻¹ optimizes yield economically and that the Greengo hybrid performs best—are well supported by the data trends described. The identification of diminishing returns beyond 100 kg N ha⁻¹ aligns with agronomic principles of nutrient use efficiency and economic viability.
	Noted 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	To strengthen the manuscript, ensure inclusion of recent peer-reviewed articles (preferably within the last 5–10 years) covering these themes. 
	Added recent references 

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, concise, and uses appropriate scientific terminology consistent with academic writing standards. Sentence structure and grammar are correct, and the flow of ideas is logical and coherent. Minor improvements could enhance readability and precision, such as reducing redundancy (e.g., repeated phrases) and explicitly stating some methodological details for clarity. Overall, the manuscript’s language effectively conveys the research findings and recommendations in a professional manner.
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