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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript, after minor corrections as pointed out by the reviewer, it is a guide for Agriculturists in the study area as touching the fertility status of that environment and the possible remedial actions that could be taken in order to maximize the productivity of the soils sampled.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable
	

	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 fairly okay
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, but references earlier than twenty years from the year of publication should be replaced with more recent ones as much as possible. 
	

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


	Yes, the language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	This work is scientifically acceptable for publication after minor corrections as pointed out by the reviewer
The author carried out a detailed research and the level of literature review is in-depth. However, there is need for careful presentation of figures, formulas and their interpretations in the final publication.
Yes, in writing out formulas and interpreting legends, the author is not careful in stating the parameters correctly. 

For example, on page 7:

IQS = 0,25 × MOn + 0,20 × CECn + 0,15 × pHn + 0,15 × Pn + 0,15 × CEn + 0,10 × SBn

where: OM= normalized organic matter (0–1);CEC= normalized cation exchange capacity; pH= normalized pH; P= normalized available phosphorus; EC= normalized electrical conductivity; BS= normalized base saturation.

*The underlined values, are they supposed to be in decimal or comma?

*Also, each parameter in the formula is not well represented in the explanation that followed. E.g., what’s the meaning of “MOn” in the formula? Is it the same as “OM” as explained?

 Secondly, scientific tables should be well-presented, not having all the grid lines showing from top to bottom in all the rows and columns
*In Table 4, some of the legends explained under the table are not in the Table. The author should cross-check and correct it.

*Are the figures in table 4 in decimals? Or are they actually supposed to be commas as written therein?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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