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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript addresses food security and sustainability challenges be delving into research on various treatments aimed at resolving this challenge in ever-changing world. It also digs in to find solutions to over-utilization of inorganic nutrients that affects soil health in the long-run. It also informs farmers for the best agricultural practice for the provision of both macro and micro-nutrients required for adequate plant growth. Lastly, the study could inform manufacturers of these products for the correct soil pH  optimal range for soil fertility maintenance. 
	

	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 okay but requires refinement such as desist from use of short forms and symbols of words, use of non-conventional initials without prior suggesting what they stand for, writing in paragraphs instead of in prose and keywords arrangement needs to be relooked
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	The sub-sections are appropriate. The Tables signatures requires to be revised for Tables to stand out E.g Table : Analysis of variance for varius arameters..
There are missing sections lacking in the document such statement of conflict, acknowledgement and source of funding
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	The basic law of science has been followed in this manuscript in trying to understand a challenge and provide solutions towards a knowledge gap. There is lack of explanations for certain observations revealed and hasty conclusions to conclude on the findings.in other instances, failure to support the findings as tracked in the manuscript reviewed.
	

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

-
	There is need to make concerted effort to prop the findings with more recent (<5 years) literature using appropriate citation software (as requestd in the manuscript review document). The author(s) should check on the referencing style (APA). Ordering of citations in alphabetical order.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language and English quality is adequate and suitable. Simple and precise use of English has been employed.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article title is absolutely suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	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)

N/A
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