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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important agricultural challenge—soil salinity—and explores the potential of Gliricidia sepium leaf amendment as a sustainable soil amelioration strategy. Given the increasing prevalence of salinity stress in tropical and sub-tropical agricultural regions, particularly in developing countries, the study contributes relevant data on both proximate composition and foliar nutrient responses of okra.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Effect of Salinity and Gliricidia sepium Leaf Amendment on Foliar Nutrient Content and Proximate Composition of Okra (Abelmoschus esculentus)”
	

	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 the major components (aim, methodology, results, and conclusion), but it requires revision for clarity, grammatical correctness, and scientific precision.

· Correct spelling errors (e.g., Gliricidia sepium, not “sepuim”).

· Clearly state the experimental design.

· Clarify whether the study was pot-based or field-based (currently ambiguous).

· Standardize units (e.g., mg g⁻¹ instead of “mgg-1”).

· Avoid repeating numerical data excessively; focus on key findings.

· Strengthen the conclusion by indicating broader implications rather than general recommendations.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically relevant but requires clarification and strengthening of methodological and interpretative sections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes foundational literature on salinity and okra.

· Some references are outdated.

· Several in-text citations are missing from the reference list.

· Formatting is inconsistent.
	

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


	Professional English editing is strongly recommended before publication consideration.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure consistency in the spelling of Gliricidia sepium throughout.

· Clarify whether the experiment was conducted under field or pot conditions.

· Improve table formatting and unit presentation.

· Provide proper statistical analysis description.

· Recheck all citations for completeness and accuracy.

· Standardize scientific nomenclature (italicize species names).
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