

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	The Performance of a Micro-Dam Rainwater Harvesting System in an Inland-Valley Swamp at Njala, Sierra Leone

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6739

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	The Performance of a Micro-Dam Rainwater Harvesting System in an Inland-Valley Swamp at Njala, Sierra Leone

	Type of the Article
	Complete Book







	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 gives us useful information about how to manage water for farming in areas where rainfed farming is common and there are seasonal shortages of water. By looking at how well a micro-dam rainwater harvesting system works on a watershed scale, it shows how small reservoirs can increase crop intensity, lengthen the growing season, and boost yields.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is complete and includes all the main parts of the study, such as the background, the problem statement, the methodology, the main findings, and the modeling outcomes. It does a good job of explaining why rainwater harvesting is important, how well the micro-dam works, what biochar does, and how climate change will affect the amount of water that is available.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, Include concluding remarks broadly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Its fine
	

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

	
Yes, the article's language and English are generally good for academic communication. The manuscript employs suitable academic terminology, articulates technical ideas with clarity, and preserves a coherent progression.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
The manuscript offers a well-organized and scientifically pertinent study with explicit objectives and thorough analyses. The subject fits in well with what researchers are currently focusing on in Sub-Saharan Africa, which includes climate resilience, sustainable water management, and agricultural productivity. The work is good overall, but the abstract and some other parts could use some minor language changes to make them clearer and shorter.


	















	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? 

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

No
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