Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Advances in Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AIR_137150

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Participatory evaluation and selection of improved forage production technologies for underground irrigation in Korra, Denan district, Shebelle Zone, Somali Region, Ethiopia

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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. Sudan grass demonstrated superior performance in growth, yield, and farmer-preferred traits, making it a suitable forage option for irrigation-based cultivation in Denan Woreda. 
2. The adoption of sudan grass is therefore recommended for adoption by farmers in Denan and similar agro-ecological zones.
3. Farmers' involvement in selection
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	The title is too long. I suggest: Participatory evaluation and selection of improved forage production technologies for underground irrigation


	

	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 of article is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodological approach is good. The bibliography is very old, not allowing for a good discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference is old and insufficient. Please consult recent articles or FAOSTAT statistics for production figures.
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	The language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
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	In summary, the article provides valuable insights into Participatory evaluation and selection of improved forage production technologies for underground irrigation in Korra, Denan district, Shebelle Zone, Somali Region, Ethiopia. This document is clear and statistically rigorous. However, the bibliography is too old and insufficient to allow for a good discussion. Addressing this point would strengthen the overall impact of the article and contribute to the advancement of knowledge in agricultural science and crop management strategies.
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