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	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.


	1. The manuscript can be used by the Government agencies in order to improve on the productivity not only paddy and ground nut, but many crops that shares the same properties.
2. It can aid researchers in the field of research.

3. It can also help authorities in taking inventory, prepare calendar for irrigation potentials and schedule the planting activities as well as estimating the expected yield for the cropping years 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it’s 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, but I suggest it should include the impact of rainfall on the yield of these crops as well as it is captured in the topic. Some of the data presented in Table 4 should be captured in the abstract also.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is correct. It has been empirically and systematically conducted. Actual data were collected, collated and analysed. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. The references are sufficient and recent, only that it should be revisited to include references like Shams, 2014, Molden et al 1998, that are captured in-text but not in the references.

2. There is a reference captured in-text as “Walters et al., 1992” while at the end of text as “Walter, W. 1992. The correct one should be adopted in both parts.

3. Also the numbering in the references should be removed in accordance with APA 17th edition format.
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	Yes the language/English quality is suitable for scholarly communications. 
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