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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 is important for the scientific community as it provides robust, multi-season field evidence on the integrated use of super absorbent polymers and organic nutrient sources for improving groundnut productivity under moisture-limited conditions. The study advances current understanding of how moisture-conserving amendments interact with organic manures to enhance growth, nodulation, and yield attributes in a major oilseed crop. The findings contribute valuable practical insights into climate-resilient and sustainable soil management strategies, particularly relevant for rainfed and semi-arid agro-ecosystems. Moreover, the results can inform future research and agronomic recommendations aimed at improving water and nutrient use efficiency in legume-based cropping systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the main focus of the study, the key treatments, and the target crop. It accurately conveys the interactive nature of super absorbent polymer and poultry manure on growth and yield attributes of groundnut under field conditions. However, the title can be slightly improved for clarity and scientific precision, particularly by emphasizing the integrated application and field-based nature of the study.

Suggested alternative title: INTEGRATED EFFECTS OF SUPER ABSORBENT POLYMER AND POULTRY MANURE ON GROWTH AND YIELD OF GROUNDNUT (ARACHIS HYPOGAEA L.) UNDER FIELD 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 comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, experimental approach, major findings, and conclusions of the study. It effectively reflects the two-year field experiment and highlights the positive effects of integrated application of super absorbent polymer and poultry manure on growth and yield of groundnut. However, the abstract is slightly lengthy and contains many numerical details, some of which could be reduced to improve readability. Clarifying the treatment expressions such as “SAP 100% + PM 100%” by briefly indicating the actual application rates would enhance clarity for readers. Overall, the abstract requires only minor editorial refinement and no substantial additions or deletions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct. The experimental design, treatment combinations, and statistical analysis are appropriate and adequately address the stated objectives. The results are consistently presented across two growing seasons, and the conclusions are well supported by the data. However, some minor issues were noted, including the need for clearer explanation of treatment terminology (percentage levels of SAP and poultry manure), minor repetition in the Results and Discussion section, and small inconsistencies in units and formatting across tables. These issues are editorial in nature and do not affect the scientific validity of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally relevant; however, the manuscript could be further strengthened by including some recent studies on the application of super absorbent polymers in agriculture. For example, Alotaibi et al. (2024) reported that super absorbent polymers significantly improved growth and yield of legume crops under water deficit stress, which closely aligns with the objectives and findings of the present study. Malik (2022) provided a comprehensive review on the role of super absorbent polymers as soil amendments for improving water holding capacity and soil health. In addition, Krasnopeeva (2022) discussed the agricultural applications of polymeric superabsorbent hydrogels, particularly their role in water and nutrient retention. Furthermore, Yang et al. (2022) demonstrated the long-term effects of super absorbent polymers on soil properties and crop productivity, offering valuable insights into their sustainability under field conditions.
	

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


	The overall language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The text is generally clear, well structured, and uses appropriate scientific terminology throughout. However, minor language revisions are recommended, including correction of grammatical inconsistencies, improvement of sentence flow in some sections, and reduction of repetitive phrasing, particularly in the Results and Discussion. These are minor editorial issues and do not affect the scientific content or interpretation of the results.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic related to sustainable soil and water management in groundnut production under moisture-limited conditions. The study is well designed, the results are clearly presented, and the conclusions are supported by experimental evidence from two growing seasons. With minor improvements in language clarity, consistency of formatting, and slight condensation of repetitive explanations, the manuscript would be suitable for publication. Overall, the study makes a useful contribution to the existing literature and has practical relevance for researchers, agronomists, and practitioners working in rainfed agro-ecosystems.
The manuscript requires minor revision for the following reasons: minor clarification is needed regarding the treatment terminology (percentage levels of SAP and poultry manure should be clearly linked to actual application rates). The abstract is slightly lengthy and could be improved by reducing excessive numerical details. Some repetition is observed in the Results and Discussion section, particularly in the explanation of moisture retention and nutrient availability effects. Minor grammatical and stylistic corrections are required to improve sentence flow and readability. Inconsistencies in unit formatting ( ha⁻¹ vs. kg ha-1) should be corrected throughout the manuscript. Table titles could be shortened and standardized for better clarity. The Materials and Methods section would benefit from brief clarification on poultry manure characterization and SAP application timing. The reference list, although relevant, could be strengthened by including a few more recent studies. Minor formatting adjustments are needed to ensure consistency with journal guidelines.
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