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	Author’s Feedback (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 is an important study as climate change and climate variability continue to negatively impact agriculture.  It is therefore critical to finding adaptation measures.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.
	The Introduction needs a literature review needs to be expanded to set a better context for the study. What is happening in the wider region and globally as it pertains the topic?  Context is addressed only briefly but needs more detail on where this technique has been implemented and the rate of success or failure.
The Methodology needs work.  What is the justification for the experimental design? The use of the data collection intervals, why 2 different spacings as opposed to 3 or 4?
The randomized nature of the methods means that reliability and validity may be in question hence the need for justification withing the methodology.

The findings were aligned with few studies but no mention was made of the countries.  More work is required to determine what others found in other regions and countries and how they match up with this study.  If none were found then but that in the limitations of the study.
Are there other methods beside the Miyawaki method? Why was this method chosen? What are disadvantages of this method?  How did the results match up against other findings using other methods?
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	In sufficient.  See above.
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