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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 manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it addresses the urgent challenge of forage scarcity in arid and semi-arid regions through a participatory research approach. By evaluating and identifying high-performing forage crops such as Sudan grass under underground irrigation, the study offers practical and scalable solutions to improve livestock feed availability in water-limited environments. Moreover, the integration of farmer preferences and local knowledge enhances the applicability and adoption potential of the findings, contributing to sustainable agricultural development. The results also provide a valuable reference for future research on climate-resilient forage systems and participatory technology selection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is informative but could be more concise. Consider revising to: “Participatory Evaluation of Improved Forage Production Technologies under Irrigation in Denan 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.


	· Clarity: The abstract effectively summarizes the study but would benefit from clearer articulation of the participatory approach and its significance.

· Results: Quantitative results are presented; however, including statistical significance levels (e.g., P-values) would strengthen the abstract.

Conclusion: The recommendation for Sudan grass is well-founded; consider briefly mentioning the implications for forage production in similar agro-ecological zones
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	· Grammar and Syntax: Review the manuscript for grammatical errors and improve sentence structures for clarity.

· Terminology: Ensure consistent use of scientific names (e.g., Cenchrus purpureus for Napier grass) and common names throughout the manuscript.

· Figures and Tables: Ensure all figures and tables are clearly labeled, include units of measurement, and are referenced appropriately in the text.
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