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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical and persistent problem in sub-Saharan African agriculture-declining maize yields despite favorable climatic conditions-by linking crop performance directly to measured soil chemical constraints. The study contributes empirical, location-specific evidence from Kericho County, a high-rainfall region where soil acidity and nutrient depletion are under-documented relative to their agronomic importance. By integrating soil chemical analysis with agronomic interpretation, the paper strengthens the evidence base for integrated soil fertility management (ISFM) strategies in smallholder systems. The findings are particularly valuable for agronomists, soil scientists, extension workers, and policymakers aiming to improve maize productivity and food security in acid soil environments.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is accurate but too generic for a scientific journal. It does not specify where, what soil constraints, or how the analysis was done. As a result, it under-represents the strength of the study.
Suggested alternative title: Influence of Soil Acidity and Nutrient Imbalances on Maize Yields in Kericho County, Kenya
	

	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 overloaded with numerical detail but lacks clarity in places. Statistical statements are problematic (e.g., R² = 0.99, p > 0.05 suggests a contradiction).

· Keywords are missing.

· Sampling size (only three farms) is not contextualized, which may raise concerns.

Suggestions for improving the abstract:

Clarify or correct the statistical interpretation.

Explicitly state that this is a case-study or exploratory study.

Add 4–6 relevant keywords, preferably arranged alphabetically.

Reduce repetition and improve flow.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in principle, but with methodological and interpretative weaknesses that must be addressed.

Major issues:

Very small sample size (n = 3 farms) limits statistical power.

Use of ANOVA is questionable given the sampling design.

Over-interpretation of correlations (especially yield implications without direct yield measurements).

Some agronomic thresholds are cited without acknowledging variability by soil type.

Recommendation:

Reframe conclusions as diagnostic and indicative, not definitive or predictive.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is below acceptable scholarly standard in its current form.

Issues identified:

Repetition of simple sentence structures

Informal phrasing (“this is a big problem”, “not very good for growing maize”)

Grammar and tense inconsistencies

Over-explanation of basic concepts

Recommendation:

A thorough professional language edit is essential before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Additional section-wise improvement suggestions

i. Abstract and keywords 

Clearly state the study design (exploratory / case study)

Correct statistical inconsistencies

Reduce excessive numerical detail

Add 4-6 keywords (e.g., Kenya, maize productivity, nutrient deficiency, soil acidity)
ii. Introduction

Shorten global maize history; focus more on regional relevance

Clearly articulate the research gap

End with explicit objectives or research questions
iii. Materials and Methods

Justify the small sample size

Clarify depth discrepancy (10 cm vs 0-20 cm)

Justify the use of ANOVA

Add a schematic or flowchart of methods if possible
iv. Results and Discussion

Separate results from interpretation more clearly

Avoid causal claims without yield data

Reduce repetition of acidity explanations

Strengthen linkage to comparable Kenyan studies
v. Conclusions
Make conclusions more measured and proportional

Avoid repeating large chunks of discussion

Emphasize policy and extension relevance
vi. Miscellaneous

This reference is written twice in the References Section: Kisinyo, P. O., Opala, P. A., Gudu, S. O., Othieno, C. O., Okalebo, J. R., Palapala, V., & Otinga, A. N. (2014). Recent advances towards understanding and managing Kenyan acid soils for improved crop production. African Journal of Agricultural Research, 9(31), 2397-2408. https://doi.org/10.5897/AJAR2013.8383 
Some of the weblinks / DOI are not valid/ not opening. The author(s) must recheck all the refences and their links again.

The author(s) may insert some original photos of the farms, crops, soils, etc. for better understanding of readers.

There are a lot of formatting issues in the manuscript. The author(s) must proof check the entire manuscript before re-submission.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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