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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. In strip plot design there will be vertical factor and horizontal factor but you have mention as main factor and 

sub-factor in Design of experiment part. So here you have to mention the vertical factor and horizontal factor. 
2. In result discussion part correct “it was on par with drip irrigation + 75% of PET (2856 kg/ha)” as “it was at par 

with drip irrigation + 75% of PET (2856 kg/ha)”. 
3. How can you say that rain hose irrigation + 100% of PET (2922 kg/ha) is at par with drip irrigation + 75% of 

PET (2856 kg/ha) from interaction table? Explain 
4. For identification of best method of irrigation and optimum deficit irrigation do the Duncan test. 
5. The unit for water use efficiency in figure 2 is Kg/mm but in description part of result is kg/ha.mm. correct it. 
6. In the first line of economics part mention the table number. 
7. Style of writing reference are in journal format. Correct all the reference to journal format. 
8. Present the data either in table format or in graph format but not the both. In this manuscript table1 and figure 

1 have same data. Similarly, table 2 and figure 2 have same data. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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