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PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this
part.

The manuscript has novelty from general scientific view. It compares
acceptable irrigation system with fertilizer rates and recommends
better irrigation system optimum fertilizer rates increased ground nut
production.

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

Absolutely.

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 ok. But abstract mustn’t start with study location.
Just follow this guideline: background of the study (not more than
two lines) and why, next express study location followed by
methods, then results followed by recommendation and finally put
keywords /short phrases not more than 4. | kindly request to
arrange in the above manner.

Is the manuscript scientifically,
correct? Please write here.

YES. It is scientifically sound.

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

Plese increase your reference from 6-8.

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

Yes. But Check again its grammer.

Optional/General comments
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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)

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? | issues here in details)

Reviewer Details:

Name: Abdi Musa Sali

Department, University & Country Haramaya University, Ethiopia




