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	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable scientific evidence on the combined effects of propagule type and nutrient management on the growth dynamics and yield performance of pineapple (Ananas comosus). By systematically evaluating both organic and inorganic nutrient sources across multiple growth stages (4–14 MAP), the study advances current understanding of how planting material vigor interacts with soil fertility management to influence biomass accumulation, reproductive development, and yield efficiency. The findings contribute to the growing body of knowledge on integrated nutrient management in tropical fruit systems, particularly within derived savannah agro-ecological zones where productivity constraints are common. Importantly, the demonstrated superiority of sucker propagules combined with organic amendments offers practical, environmentally sustainable strategies that can enhance nutrient use efficiency and support resilient pineapple production under changing climatic conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Effects of nutrient sources and methods of establishment on growth and fruit yield of pineapple. 

The title is generally clear and reflects the main variables studied (nutrient sources and establishment methods) and the key outcomes (growth and fruit yield). However, it could be improved for scientific precision and impact. Specifically:

“Methods of establishment” is somewhat unclear - “propagule type” is more precise.

The ecological or agro-climatic context (tropical field conditions / derived savannah zone) is not specified.

The design aspect (interaction effects) could be emphasized, as this is one of the study’s strongest contributions.
	

	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 should generally reflect the study's objective, methodology, main results, and practical significance. If your abstract already specifies the study object (pineapple), the factors studied (types of planting material and nutrient sources), and the results obtained, then the overall structure is correct. However, to enhance scientific value, it is recommended to include specific quantitative indicators (e.g., highest yield or growth compared to the control), rather than limiting the abstract to statements such as "significantly increased" or "improved performance."

It is also advisable to clearly specify the experimental conditions (agro-ecological zone, experimental design, observation duration), as this improves the reproducibility of the study. Particular attention should be paid to the presentation of the interaction effect between the type of planting material and the fertilization source, if it was statistically significant, as this is one of the key scientific findings of the study.

If necessary, you can reduce redundant descriptions of the general background of the problem and remove unimportant details of the methodology to maintain conciseness. In the final part of the abstract, it is desirable to highlight the practical and scientific significance of the obtained results, for example, their contribution to the development of integrated nutrition management and increasing the sustainability of pineapple production.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the information provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its overall design, methodology, and interpretation of results. The study addresses a clear research objective, employs a factorial experimental structure to evaluate propagule type and nutrient sources, and presents statistically analyzed data across multiple growth stages. The conclusions drawn are generally consistent with the reported findings, particularly regarding the superiority of sucker propagules and the positive influence of organic and inorganic nutrient sources on growth and yield parameters.

However, scientific correctness also depends on clarity and precision in certain areas. The manuscript should ensure consistency in experimental details (e.g., number of replications, fertilizer rates, and yield units), accurate reporting of statistical procedures, and correct interpretation of interaction effects. Any ambiguity in fertilizer descriptions (for example, distinguishing between total fertilizer rate and actual nitrogen content) should be clarified to avoid misinterpretation. Additionally, all units, tables, and figures must be internally consistent and properly labeled.

Overall, the study is scientifically valid, but minor technical revisions and careful editing for methodological clarity and data consistency would further strengthen its rigor and credibility for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The abstract should generally reflect the study's objective, methodology, main results, and practical significance. If your abstract already specifies the study object (pineapple), the factors studied (types of planting material and nutrient sources), and the results obtained, then the overall structure is correct. However, to enhance scientific value, it is recommended to include specific quantitative indicators (e.g., highest yield or growth compared to the control), rather than limiting the abstract to statements such as "significantly increased" or "improved performance."

It is also advisable to clearly specify the experimental conditions (agro-ecological zone, experimental design, observation duration), as this improves the reproducibility of the study. Particular attention should be paid to the presentation of the interaction effect between the type of planting material and the fertilization source, if it was statistically significant, as this is one of the key scientific findings of the study.

If necessary, you can reduce redundant descriptions of the general background of the problem and remove unimportant details of the methodology to maintain conciseness. In the final part of the abstract, it is desirable to highlight the practical and scientific significance of the obtained results, for example, their contribution to the development of integrated nutrition management and increasing the sustainability of pineapple production.
	

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


	Overall, the level of English in the manuscript can be considered satisfactory for understanding the scientific content; however, for full publication in an international peer-reviewed journal, the text will likely require additional language editing. Terminology is used correctly, the structure is logical, and the scientific conclusions are formulated consistently and reasonably.

However, some grammatical inaccuracies, tense inconsistencies, and stylistic features typical of translation are possible, which may reduce the overall quality of the scientific presentation. In scientific articles, it is especially important to maintain precise wording, correct use of articles, prepositions, and statistical notations (e.g., p < 0.05).

Thus, the language of the article is understandable and scientifically acceptable; however, professional linguistic editing or proofreading by a native English speaker is recommended to improve clarity, accuracy, and compliance with international scientific publishing standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript presents a well-designed and carefully executed study on the effects of propagule type and nutrient management on pineapple growth and yield. The research addresses an important topic for tropical horticulture, providing valuable insights for both scientific understanding and practical cultivation. The experimental design is appropriate, data collection is thorough, and the results are clearly presented with relevant statistical analysis.

Some minor improvements could further enhance the manuscript: refining the English language for clarity and conciseness, ensuring consistent use of units and statistical notation, and slightly condensing overly long sentences in the Introduction and Discussion. Additionally, including a few more recent references on integrated nutrient management and organic amendments in tropical fruit crops could strengthen the literature context.

Overall, the study makes a meaningful contribution to the field and provides actionable recommendations for pineapple cultivation, particularly regarding the use of suckers and organic nutrient sources.

Based on my review of the manuscript, the study is scientifically sound, well-designed, and addresses an important topic in pineapple cultivation.

Data collection, analysis, and interpretation are thorough, with clear presentation of results.

The manuscript is mostly well-written, but minor improvements are needed in English language clarity, sentence structure, and consistency in units/statistical notation.

Abstract and references could be slightly refined to ensure comprehensiveness and inclusion of the most recent literature.

The manuscript is strong but would benefit from small improvements before publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	Based on the information provided in the manuscript, there is no indication of any competing interests. The study appears to be academically and objectively conducted, with no apparent conflicts related to funding sources, commercial affiliations, or personal interests that could bias the results or interpretations.

However, it is recommended that the authors include a formal “Competing Interests” statement in the manuscript to explicitly declare this, as required by most journals. A simple statement such as:

"The authors declare that they have no competing interests."
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