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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 the critical need for sustainable agricultural practices by evaluating organic manure alternatives for Amaranthus cruentus cultivation. Given the rising costs of chemical fertilizers and their long-term environmental impact, this study provides valuable data for subsistence farmers in South Western Nigeria. It contributes to food security by identifying specific organic concentrations that optimize leaf area and stem girth in a highly nutritious vegetable.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly defines the crop, the treatments (organic manures), and the focus of the study (growth variations).
	

	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 but contains a slight contradiction. It states that manures had "no significant effect on plant height," yet the study concludes that manures are beneficial. suggest clarifying in the abstract that while height remained statistically similar to the control, other parameters like leaf area and stem girth showed significant improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is technically sound and follows a standard experimental design (CRD). However, there is a labeling error in the Discussion section where two different subsections (4.1 and 4.3) are both titled "Number of leaves." Section 4.1 should be corrected to "Plant Height." Additionally, numerical consistency in Table 6 (correcting commas to decimals) is required.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant to the study area and the crop. However, some references are slightly dated (e.g., 1983, 2000). While they provide historical context, adding 2-3 citations from the last 5 years (2020-2025) regarding organic soil amendments would improve the manuscript’s currency.
	

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


	The English is generally good, but there are fragmented sentences in the Introduction (specifically after the Weber et al., 2007 citation) that need rephrasing for better flow. Minor typographical errors in the tables also need correction.
	

	Optional/General comments


	should explain why the control group performed similarly to the treated groups in terms of height. This could be due to the short duration of the experiment (4 weeks) or the inherent nutrient levels in the base soil used
See the attachment
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