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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Nigeria is a country prone to adverse weather conditions which may affect soil productivity, so the result from this manuscript hopefully can provide an insight into how seasons and the type of plant used can influence soil physical and chemical properties and in turn can help guide government agencies and farmers when they are going into their farming seasons.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good but can also streamline to be shorter such as:
EFFECTS OF SEASONS AND Vigna unguiculata CULTIVATION ON SOIL PHYSICAL AND CHEMICAL PROPERTIES IN PORT HARCOURT, NIGERIA
Then in the main work the type of soil used could be highlighted.
	

	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.


	Please rewrite the first sentence as follows:
This research was conducted to evaluate and compare seasonal variations and Vigna unguiculata cultivation on soils physiochemical properties. Samples of topsoil (0-15cm) and subsoil (15-30cm) were collected from the mangrove and rainforest vegetation in Port Harcourt, Nigeria during the dry and rainy seasons, and soil analysis was done using standard methods.

The results of the effect of Vigna unguiculata cultivation on soils physiochemical properties is not clear in the abstract. Please make it clearer and add more results for the plant effects on the soil’s properties.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It looks scientific correct looking at the results although looking at the tables, especially the Table 3, there are better ways of presenting a scientific significance on a Table. Instead of putting the figures, just put * or ** or *** depending on the significant level and for those not significant, simply put the p value.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are ok.
In the materials and methods, there were no references cited for all the different methods used to analyse each of properties, for example Nitrogen was analysed using macrokjedahl method (cite).
	

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


	Generally, the English is good, but the author needs to go to every section and try to read and refrain from using have instead should use has or more appropriate word that fits the sentence.
Also, the paragraphing is different, there should be consistency through out the manuscript, so, the author should try to make the paragraphs as uniform as possible.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Paragraphing is different, there should be consistency throughout the manuscript, so, the author should try to make the paragraphs as uniform as possible.
There is no experimental design, please can this be added? Thanks

Please can you mention the locations where the soils were collected from? Such as the latitude, the names.

What type of soil was used for the experiment? Sandy loam?

No mention of how the experiment was setup, please can this be added? Was it a laboratory or field experiment?

When was the seed of Vigna unguiculata planted? 

What type of experimental design did you use? CRD or Randomized complete Block design or Factorial Experiment?
	

	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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