

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Agricultural Sciences: Techniques and Innovations

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6706

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of Varying Rates of Poultry Manure on the Morphological Characteristics of Elephant Grass (Pennisetum purpureum)

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter





Special note:

A research paper already published in a journal can be published as a Book Chapter in an expanded form with proper copyright approval. 
 (
Source Article: 
This chapter is an extended version of the article published by the same author(s) in the following journal. 
International Journal of Plant & Soil Science
, 
37
(
11
): 
1-11
, 
2025
.
DOI: 10.9734/
ijpss
/2025/v37i115817
 
)



	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.

	This chapter investigates a much-needed, potentially sustainable soil amendment on a valuable crop, Elephant Grass. The short-term morphological results suggest beneficial effects with the use of the soil amendment. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
	

	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.

	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, however there the authors need to incorporate some soil characteristics as a result of the poultry manure application.
	

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

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

	
No, the authors are cutting across different English types, with American and UK English being used, autors need to be consistent.



	

	Optional/General comments

	To qualify for publication, the study requires major improvements across all sections of the manuscript. The introduction goes into excessive detail about the morphology, uses, and suitability of the grass, which detracts from clearly defining the research problem and objectives. The methodology section lacks essential information on soil and manure properties, which are instead presented in the results section, making it difficult to follow the experimental design. Furthermore, there is no post-treatment soil analysis included, which weakens the study’s ability to link outcomes to soil changes.

The reported application rates are also unclear. The authors mention using “bags” but later express the rates in tonnes per hectare (t/ha). If this conversion is to be used, the calculation method should be clearly explained to justify how the values were derived.

The discussion section is largely speculative, as it attempts to interpret results based on assumed soil changes, despite the absence of supporting soil data in both the results and methodology sections.

For this paper to qualify for inclusion as a book chapter, substantial revisions are required. 


	






	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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