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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.


	Considering the main components of the manuscript on the topic of Farmers' Awareness Level vs. Organic Fertilizers, it is important for the following reasons:
1. Increasing awareness of organic fertilizers is one of the main components of developing healthy crops, which was mentioned in this manuscript. 2. The target community of the research (South-South Nigeria) considering that most of the people in these areas had agricultural and animal husbandry jobs, there was a need to accept the change of natural cultivation, which this manuscript has addressed. 3. Organic farming is one of the important components in reducing chemical fertilizers, pesticides, etc., this manuscript was managed by the author(s) with such goals. The societies of the world pay more attention to natural agriculture. For this reason, this manuscript has dealt with it through field investigation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the manuscript is in harmony with the text and is acceptable.
	

	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 of the manuscript is not comprehensive and universal due to the lack of proper structure (background to conclusion). At the beginning of the abstract, the respected author(s) should provide the necessary background for such an important study, then address the materials and methods, and finally the conclusions of the research process.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	A good research effort has been made by the author(s). However, the following is recommended to complete it.
This study is a field operation and has a qualitative process value, therefore, the author(s) have been able to manage and compare field data operations within Tables 1 to 4. However, the components in some tables are ambiguous and need to be managed properly. For example, Table (2) column (Mode) and Table (3), first row of components (D, DS, A, SA) and components of Table 4 must be managed correctly and unambiguously. And further, in Table (3) in the first column (Disposition), the sentence (Inorganic fertilizer is lighter than Organic fertilizer) is not correct and scientific, it should be corrected. The author(s)' conclusions and recommendations are somewhat acceptable. But for this section to be more universal, it is necessary to manage the important components of the results and discussion section in a motivating and effective way.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are somewhat new and acceptable, and for it to be more universal, they need more new sources in this direction.  Important Note: A lot of research has been published by researchers around the world on organic and chemical agriculture. The author(s) are advised to use more referencing in the introduction.
	

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


	The scientific literature of the language is acceptable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Now, considering the important goals of the author(s), in my opinion, this manuscript should be made more complete and universal by respected researchers of the target region (South-South, Nigeria). 1. The abstract should be prepared according to my recommendations (with the correct structure). 2. The introduction of the manuscript has dealt with scientific issues and proper referencing to some extent, and in case of more references, it is acceptable. 3. Explain (LGAs) in the Materials and Methods section or complete in a footnote. 3. Field data that is initially collected for review and analysis should be considered as part of the materials and methods and should not be managed in other sections.  Unfortunately, most authors mistakenly manage and analyze such data simultaneously in the results and discussion sections. This is a scientific error that does not properly separate and manage the data collected in the two sections (materials and methods and results and discussion).
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	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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