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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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 provides how traditional and modern farming systems can be integrated to promote
sustainability, resource efficiency, and food security. The study’s findings serve as a model for
researchers and policymakers aiming to enhance agroecological practices in similar semi-arid regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title   is clear but could be made more precise and engaging for academic readers.
A refined and more suitable alternative:
“Agroecological  Transition  and  Polyculture  Practices:  A  Case  Study  of  the  Djirataoua  Irrigated
Perimeter, Niger”
	

	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 gives a general idea about the topic (agroecological transition and polyculture) but does
not specify the objectives, methods, key findings, or implications.
There is no clear statement of results or significance for the scientific community.
The keywords are appropriate but could be expanded to include terms like sustainability, food security, environmental management, or irrigation systems.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the title and abstract provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in
concept, as it addresses relevant and contemporary issues namely, agroecological transition and
polyculture practices within an irrigated agricultural system. However, a few aspects should be reviewed to ensure full scientific accuracy and clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.
-
	Based on the information provided, the references section seems limited and may not fully reflect the
recent progress and international scope of research in agroecological transition, polyculture, and sustainable irrigation systems.
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Based on the provided abstract and title, the English language quality is understandable but needs
refinement to meet scholarly publication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript has good scientific potential but requires improvement in methodology description,
language clarity, and inclusion of references. With some revisions, it can make a valuable contribution to sustainable agriculture research.

The study is relevant and scientifically valid, but it requires clearer methodological description, inclusion of recent literature, and language refinement before it can be considered for publication.
	







PART  2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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?
	

No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript.
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