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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Evaluate the effect of organic fertiliser on the biometric parameters of the cowpea that 
reflect the productivity of bean plants in order to improve the commercial quality of the 
beans. 
The manuscript is well written, has important applicable message, and should be of great 
interest to the readers. However, the results are not well presented and the statistical 
analysis would probably need to improved. 

I agree with reviewer.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Overall, it is an important study, and should be considered for publication in JEAI, 
Once the authors could make deep discussion with few more experiments  

I agree with reviewer. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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