Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Environment and Climate Change  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJECC_129251

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Estimation of Wheat Crop Evapotranspiration from Meteorological Dataset for Anand, India DELETE;  using CROPWAT model

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 

This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

To know the complete guidelines for the Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link:

https://r1.reviewerhub.org/general-editorial-policy/
Important Policies Regarding Peer Review

Peer review Comments Approval Policy: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/peer-review-comments-approval-policy/  

Benefits for Reviewers: https://r1.reviewerhub.org/benefits-for-reviewers 
	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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.


	1.Statistical measures such as number, range, mean, figures and percentage, were used and computed   

 2.The findings provide insight into the relationship between wheat water demand and climatic parameters, temporal fluctuations in ETc, and effective irrigation planning techniques in the face of shifting weather patterns; relevant for climatic studies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, but suggested as: Estimation of Wheat Crop Evapotranspiration from Meteorological Dataset for Anand, India (delete; using CROPWAT model), explanations in the abstract is okay!

	

	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! Give One strong Suggestion/Recommendation On The  Study in the last sentence of the abstract to make it more comprehensive)

 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	YES, but source all the Tables as indicated/requested on manuscript


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes SUFFICIENT, BUT maybe improved by substituting (& and) on the reference list and Write All Journal Names In Italic Format/Character (see manuscript).

	

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


	Yes! Language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly international communications for a standard presentation

	

	Optional/General comments


	Author should go over the manuscript and remove ALL RED colour letters/phrases/sentences and ADD ALL BLUE COLOUR accordingly. Provide the source(s) for all tables.
	


	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
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NO
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	NO
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer” “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Minor Revision: (>8-9)



	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.
	Name of the Reviewer
	DR. SALISU AUDU BABA
	

	Department of Reviewer
	DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION, SCHOOL OF UNDERGRADUATE
	

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, ZING, TARABA STATE
	

	Country of Reviewer
	NIGERIA
	

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	CHIEF LECTURER
	

	Email ID of Reviewer
	salisubaba50@gmail.com, salisubaba50@yahoo.com
	

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	+234 8035291244
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Ph.D. AGRIC. EXTENSION COMMUNICATION, ASSOCIATE EDITOR, AFRICAN JOURNALS, ASSOCIATE EDITOR, ASIAN JOURNAL OF EXTENSION, ECONOMICS AND SOCIOLOGY, EDITOR IN CHIEF, SOVATE, COE ZING.
	


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

