Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Agriculture and Ecology Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JAERI_138038

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Participatory Evaluation and Demonstration of improved Forages in the case of Sanqodar kebele, Jarati District, Somali Regional State

	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.
	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 study makes a significant scientific contribution by identifying drought-tolerant forage species, in particular Rhodes grass, with higher yields in arid conditions. 

In addition, the participatory approach based on local know-how reinforces the relevance of the results, which represent a database for the sustainable development 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is appropriate, but avoid giving details of the study area. Just say ‘Jarati District, 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.
	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive but the keywords used are too long; they are more like sentences than keywords. I suggest using concise words made up of one or two words at most
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound. The experimental protocol is clear, the participatory approach is relevant and well integrated into the process, and the results are analysed statistically using appropriate tests.  However, the conclusion is poorly formulated and lengthy: I suggest deleting the information already cited and avoiding discussion of the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references cited are relevant and recent. Of the 42 references, 19 are recent, including 12 from the last five years (2020-2024).
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the quality of the English in the article is appropriate for scientific communication, with clear and concise language suitable for academic discourse.
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