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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 (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.


	Profiling and documentation of crop husbandry practices and management is important in crop promotion in an effort to improve food security. The manuscript highlights the significance of planting time on productivity of yam bean. The research focussed on one of the many the neglected crops. The scientific community needs to broaden research as opposed to concentrating on major crops if food security is to be achieved globally.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is quite suitable.
	

	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 comprehensive. However, I suggest that the author should avoid using references in the abstract. The abstract is a summary of research justification, methodology, results, statistical analysis outcome and conclusion. Literature review statements should not be part of this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Bearing in mind that the crop is one of the neglected ones, I should believe that literature is limited and thus the references are sufficient.
	

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


	The quality of language is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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