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	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.


	The manuscript demonstrates original research from a specific geographical area. It could contribute to existing knowledge on agriculture water management. Additionally, the study ensures local relevance and applicability of its findings, which can inform agricultural policies and programs tailored to the specific needs of farmers in the County. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. However, it can be improved with some modifications.
For instance, the author might consider the following:

Smallholder Farmers’ Adoption Level of Agricultural Water Management Practices in Rongai Sub-County, Kenya 

	

	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 and clearly highlights the study objective, method and significance of the study. However, it does not sufficiently mention the key findings and the research gap. The author should consider clearly indicating the background and problem statements of the study. The author might want to delete the abbreviation AWMPs in the abstract, please.
 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript to some extent has a clear structure and could be scientifically correct with a few modifications and improvements. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current. However, the author does not sufficiently cite most key statements. 
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The quality can be improved with a further revision and grammar check.

There is still more room for improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction:
The author can further improve the introduction with a focus on the title and the study objective. What past studies have done, what the water management situation looks like in the study area. If possible, give examples of cases. In the last paragraph of the introduction, the author should indicate the research gap. What had been done and what has not been done before the objective. Then highlight the significance or the contributions of the study.
The author needs to improve and elaborate more upon paragraphs in the manuscripts. The author might want to pay attention to the flow of each paragraph with the focus on one topic sentence. Additionally, the author might want to work on a few grammatical corrections, please.
Methodology:

The author might want to highlight existing water management practices in the study area.

The author should indicate if there had been any interventions in the past by government or any institutions.

Are there any water bodies in the study area. How suitable are these water sources for agriculture?

The author has clearly explained the sampling procedure and sample size. However, the author might want to collapse these sub-headings (instrumentation, validity, reliability and data collection), and place the texts here under one heading: Data collection. 
Results and discussion

The author might want to move the information at the beginning to the methodology section. (This portion is highlighted in the manuscript for easy reference, please). 
Conclusion

The author needs to elaborate on the concluding statements.
NB: The author might want to refer to the review comments on the manuscript as well for easy reference, please.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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