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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 
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As water becoming a precious resource in the present scenario, this study is 
paramount and stresses using less water for higher productivity without changing 
the yield potential.  
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Some more references still may be added with recent studies conducted in drip 
irrigation. The discussion portion is not adequate. The result may please be 
strengthened. I recommended one reference in the last portion of the reference 
page in the manuscript. Besides, some references be added. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

The paper was grammatically checked. Please follow the comments. The 
language used in the paper can be improved. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 
 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) 
 

 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: T. Pandiaraj 
Department, University & Country College of Agriculture, A.N.D.U.A.&T., India 
 


