Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Crop Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRCS_153508

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	EFFECTS OF ORGANIC FERTILIZERS ON THE GROWTH AND YIELD OF DIFFERENT CASSAVA VARIETIES IN OBIO AKPA, AKWA IBOM STATE, NIGERIA.

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 paper presents very important questions of food security and soil fertility in the south east of Nigeria by assessing the productivity of the improved cassava varieties with different amendments on soil. The research gives actionable information to local farmers by establishing that Fine Face variety with goat manure gives the best storage root yield (35.18 t/ha). Moreover, the research paper adds to the body of literature concerning sustainable agricultural activities by showing how organic fertilizers can enhance the physicochemical characteristics of rainforest ecology Ultisols, which are acidic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is suitable since it is descriptive and reflects the scope of the study
	

	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 contains an easy forwarding description of the place of the experiment, the method of the experiment, the treatments, findings, and the recommendations. But the factorial arrangement has some disparity. The abstract and methods state that it was 4x4 factorial, whereas the text has four types of amendments (Sunshine, Ayaya, Fine Face, Obubit Okpo) and five organic soil amendments (EPFBA, CMR, Goat Manure, and Control). This technically would be defined as a 4x5 factorial design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is written in a typical scientific format with the help of Randomized Complete Block Design (RCBD) and the use of the ANOVA and LSD in the processing of mean reference. Nonetheless, there are a number of technical aspects that should be corrected:

Typographical mistakes on Data: In Table 2, the establishment percentage of EFBA is stated as 45500, which is physically impossible and needs to be amended.

Terminology Consistency: There is an interchangeability of terminologies within the paper, where tubers mean storage roots. Storage roots is the technically preferable word to use in cassava research.

Interaction Effects: The outcome of interaction effects is incongruent. Interaction between varieties and fertilizers in the text did not show any significant difference in the marketable roots and Table 5 provides an LSD value of 1.93 in storage root yield interaction which indicates a significant difference.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is sufficient. There are both classic foundational sources (e.g., IITA, 1990) and a large number of references of very recent publications (2023, 2024, and 2025). This is an indication that the authors have used existing literature in their subject.
	

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


	Although the reasoning is quite straightforward, grammatical mistakes and typing errors are in there.
Examples: the recommendation that farmers... are to be It is recommended that...; the word obubit okpo should be written with a lower case, and not with an upper case (as this is the name of a variety); and marketable is to be used with the form should.
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