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	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 study is noteworthy for its contribution to the field by facilitating the harmonization of research and the dissemination of its findings to the community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It's better to shorten it
(Participatory evaluation and field demonstration of forage varieties in Ondere Kebele, Dhagahmadow District, Somali Region, Ethiopia.)
	

	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 document states that "Participatory variety evaluation and field demonstrations were conducted to assess agro-pastoralists' perceptions of forage crop productivity and to facilitate adoption." However, there is no discussion of the results in the abstract. In order to enhance the clarity and comprehensibility of the document, it would be beneficial to incorporate the measurement results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references utilized in this study are inadequate and require supplementation to enhance the clarity and rigor of the introduction and discussion sections.
	

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


	A number of words require refinement in order to achieve optimal clarity and effectiveness in communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	What is very important to add is the method or measurement used to obtain the results “total fresh biomass yield, and dry matter percentage”.
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