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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 study addresses a key challenge in rainfed groundnut production by focusing on harvesting-related pod losses, an often-overlooked constraint affecting smallholder profitability. By assessing locally relevant tillage practices under real farm conditions, it provides practical guidance and valuable empirical evidence for improving groundnut management in semi-arid regions such as West Kordofan, Sudan.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and reflects the core objectives and outcomes of the study. 
Minor suggestion: Capitalization consistency could be improved, and “percentage” could be capitalized for uniformity.

Optional Alternative Title (if desired):
Effects of Selected Tillage Practices on Groundnut Pod Losses and Yield under Rainfed Conditions

	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured, clearly stating the background, objective, experimental design, key results, and conclusion. However, the abstract would benefit from briefly stating the location (West Kordofan, Sudan) for better contextual clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant; however, old references should be updated.
	

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


	Yes. However, the manuscript contains minor grammatical errors and inconsistencies in tense usage. Proofreading is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Units and symbols should be standardized throughout the manuscript.

The conclusion could be slightly expanded to emphasize practical implications for farmers and extension services.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study involved field experimentation on crops and did not involve human or animal subjects.
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