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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? Yes
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? Yes
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Yes
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
Yes
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Yes
communications?
Optional/General comments
Evaluation:

In relation to abstract
Suggestion:
1. describe the objective and methodology of the study,
2. Format the text.
In relation to introduction:
1. Write citations according to the Author’s Guidelines.
2. Add more quotes updates and more quotes in the introduction,

3. Insert the objective of the study (at the end of the introduction of the study (at the end of the
introduction.

In relation to Materials and Methods:
Suggestion:
Transform into table with citation in the text ( In this case, it would be table 1)

The tomato was purchase from Gbarnga Central Market. The research consists of three different
treatment levels as given below.
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In relation to Results:
Suggestion:

1. Transform into results and discussion.

2. | corrected the caption from figure 1, 2, 3 to fig.1, 2, 3... For examples:
Fig. 1. Plant Height.

3. Insert the text before the respective figures, For examples:

Figure 1 simplifies the growth data for tomatoes planted in an experimental field to examine the
impact of compost and cow dung applications on growth of plant in regards to height. The results
revealed that the tallest plant height was obtained in cow dung plots, with a mean of 67.5 cm for the
first data gathered, and the shortest plant height was recorded at control plots, with a mean of 51
cm. The second set of data revealed that the compost plot had the longest plant height mean of 72
cm, while the control plot had the shortest plant height mean of 55 cm. The third set of data
revealed that the longest plant height means in compost plots was 89.67 cm, while the shortest
plant height means in control plots was 63.93 cm. Similar result as seen in Nada, R.S. et. al. 2022.

Insert: Fig. 1. Plant Height.
4. Format table 2 according to General Guideline for Authors and insert the text before table 2.

Table 1 illustrates the analysis of variance for leaf width. The table shows a significant difference
between the various treatments administered since the p-value of .039 is less than 0.05 which was
tested at a 95% confident interval. This statistical analysis reveals that the compost and cow dung,
had significant difference statistically for leaf width. Similar result consented with Gaydaybu et. al.
2019.

5. Write citations according to the Author’s Guidelines.

In relation to Conclusions:

Insert the study conclusions

In relation to references:
Review all references
Correct form
According Author Guidelines:

Asante BO, Osei MK, Dankyi AA, Berchie JN, Mochiah MBL, Lamptey JN, Haleegoah J,
Osei K, Bolfrey-Arku G. Producer characteristics and determinants of technical efficiency of
tomato-based production systems in Ghana. Journal of Development and Agricultural
Economics. 2013, 5(3):92- 103.
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PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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