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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	· The manuscript presents a well-structured and comprehensive compilation of results, supported by an appropriate and up to date body of bibliographical references, addressing the economic viability of integrating superabsorbent polymers, poultry manure, and inorganic fertilizers in groundnut cultivation (Arachis hypogaea L.).

· The results demonstrate strong statistical reliability across the different treatments evaluated in the study. This robustness is further supported by the cost benefit analyses conducted, which strengthen the economic assessment of each experimental treatment applied to groundnut cultivation.

· The introduction clearly justifies the selection of each treatment within the experimental design, highlighting the relevance of superabsorbent polymers for enhancing soil moisture retention and reducing irrigation requirements, as well as the role of poultry manure in improving soil fertility and sustainability.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· No, the title of the article isn´t appropriate.

The alternative title suggested is: Economic Viability and Sustainability of Super Absorbent Polymer, Poultry Manure and Inorganic Fertilizer Integration in Groundnut cultivation (Arachis hypogaea L.)
	

	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 complete, covers all the topics discussed throughout the article, and its conclusion is consistent with the research objective.

· I don't suggest any changes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· Yes, they are appropriate.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The bibliographic review is sufficient and recent.
	

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


	· Yes, it is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	While the manuscript content is of high quality, I suggest reconsidering the current title, as it may lead to potential ambiguity. Specifically, the use of the term “production” could be interpreted as referring to the final stages of groundnut processing, which may raise concerns regarding the application of superabsorbent polymers and the potential risks of plastic contamination during production. Given the increasing global concern related to environmental pollution by macro, meso, micro, and nanoplastics, this wording could generate unintended confusion among readers.

However, after reading the abstract, it becomes clear that the study focuses on the cultivation process, particularly the application of superabsorbent polymers in the soil to improve moisture retention and reduce irrigation costs—an important and positive contribution of the study.

Additionally, since the research is conducted exclusively on a single crop species (Arachis hypogaea L.), explicitly indicating this in the title would improve clarity and scientific precision.

For these reasons, I respectfully suggest the following alternative title for the authors’ consideration: “Economic Viability and Sustainability of Super Absorbent Polymer, Poultry Manure, and Inorganic Fertilizer Integration in Groundnut Cultivation (Arachis hypogaea L.)”
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	· There are no ethical issues to mention.
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