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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 to the scientific community because it provides valuable baseline data on the occurrence and distribution of agrochemical residues in date palm fruits, leaves, and soils under an Agri silvicultural system in Nigeria. The study contributes to the understanding of pesticide persistence, mobility, and accumulation in different environmental compartments, which is essential for assessing food safety and environmental sustainability. The findings also highlight the role of plant physiological characteristics, such as leaf wax cuticles, in reducing agrochemical penetration and residue accumulation. Furthermore, the research offers useful insights for developing sustainable agricultural practices, integrated pest management strategies, and environmental monitoring programs in date palm cultivation and similar agroecosystems.
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	5
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	5
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES, with minor revision. The title is generally suitable and informative; however, the phrase "growth variables" should be corrected to "growth variabilities" or "different growth performance zones" to improve grammatical accuracy and clarity.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES.The abstract is generally comprehensive and summarizes the study objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions effectively. It provides quantitative data on agrochemical residues detected in fruits, leaves, and soil, and highlights their implications for food safety and environmental sustainability. The abstract also clearly presents the significance of the findings and recommendations for monitoring and sustainable pesticide management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	YES, with minor concerns.The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and employs appropriate analytical methods (GC-MS) to evaluate agrochemical residues in date palm fruits, leaves, and soils. The results are supported by experimental data and are discussed in relation to relevant literature and regulatory standards. However, the manuscript would benefit from additional clarification regarding sampling design, quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) procedures, statistical analysis, and consistency in the interpretation of residue limits to further strengthen its scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES.The references are generally sufficient and include a good number of recent publications (2022–2025) relevant to agrochemical residues, pesticide behavior, soil contamination, and date palm cultivation. The cited literature adequately supports the study background, methodology, and discussion. However, the authors should carefully review the reference list for consistency, completeness, and adherence to the journal's citation format, and verify that all cited sources are authentic and properly referenced.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	No apparent ethical issues were identified in this manuscript. The study involves the collection and laboratory analysis of date palm fruits, leaves, and soil samples and does not appear to involve human participants, animals, or sensitive data requiring formal ethical approval. The research methods and reporting are consistent with standard scientific practices for environmental and agricultural studies.
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