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PART1:ReviewComments

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments

Reviewer’'scomment

Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart
inthemanuscript.ltismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/herfeedback
here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance
ofthismanuscriptforthescientificcommunity. Whyd
o youlike(ordislike)thismanuscript?
Aminimumof3-4 sentences may be required for
this part.

The scientific methods that have been employed during theresearch are notanew thing globally,but
considering the conditions and nature of importance particularly for the locality/region where research
has been conducted. Definitely, the research work has scope for ensuring agricultural production in the
region/country. Themanuscript is scientific and technically sound.

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable?
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle)

Impact/Influenceofcowdungcompostedwithvivianite(Phosphocompost)inenriching/amelioratingthesoil
properties and nutrient availability in Balaza Lawane Locality (Far North), Cameroon

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you
suggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepointsinthis
section? Please write your suggestions here.

o Paraphrasetheaimintheabstractwithascientificexplanationliketoimproveorenhancesomething(The
content in the aim seems incomplete)
¢ Incaseofthekeywordsfocusmoreonthetechnicaltermsthanthe locality

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscript
appropriate?

Thestructureofthemanuscriptsubmittedisgood.

Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific

correctnessofthismanuscript. Whydoyouthinkthat
thismanuscriptisscientificallyrobustandtechnicall

sound?Aminimumof3-4sentencesmayberequired
for this part.

Thescientific ~ proceduresemployed in  theresearchwork  were  foundtobegood intermsof
technicalaspects.The procedures used were clearly described with supporting scientific explanations
but the data seems a bit old as the researchworkwas carriedoutin2021because,
inthescientificcommunity,therewill berapidchanges withinin

few months/years (Need a formal explanation from the author). Themanuscriptiswell-
explanatory,understandableandhelpsfutureinterestedresearcherstoreplicatetheexperiment.

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent?Ifyouhave
suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

Createdby:DR Checkedby:PM

References included in the manuscript are sufficient. Except for some references, the majority were
published in the past 10 years, but try to include the references that are published in the past 5 years in
case of results and discussion as they are scientifically apt for a research paper.
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MinorREVISIONcomments

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitable
for scholarly communications?

Yes,thelanguageusedinthemanuscriptisgoodbutneedssomeminorcorrectionslikeparaphrasingand
grammar.

Optional/Generalcomments

Introduction:Howincreaseintheruralpopulationdecreasesoilfertility?(needexplanation)
Improvethehypothesispartattheendoftheintroduction.
Materialandmethods:Needmoreexplanationaboutrockphosphateandvivianiterelatedtoagricultu
re will improve the quality of the paper.

Indetaileddescriptionofcompostingisrequired.
Mentionwhichmethodisusedforphytotoxicitynamealongwithreference.
Whichseedisplacedinthe Petridishmentionthecropnamethatwillhelpthereaderasitisnot
mentioned before.

Needsomeparaphrasinginthemonitoringchanges.

Resultsanddiscussion: Temperature(whydotem peraturessuddenIypeakonthe28‘hdayneedso
me detailed additional information?)
Whynotmuchdifferencebetweencontrolofcompostand10%whencomparedtothe20%?
Valuesofmgseemtovaryalotfromcontrol,20%and10% why?
Ingermination%(3rdline)andindex(2”dline)youhaveused25%seemsconfusingpleaserectify.
IdealpHforsoybeangerminationis6.5-7mayvarytill7.5,butinresearch, itis7.66howitdidnot
show any impact on germination please explain.

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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Department, University & Country

Lovely Professional University, India

Createdby:DR Checkedby:PM

Approvedby:MBM Version:3(07-07-2024)




