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PART 1:Review Comments

reviewer comment

Author comment (if you agree with the
reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript.
Authors are required to write their
comments here)

Mandatory REVIEW Feedback

1. Is the manuscript important to the scientific community?
(Please write a few sentences in this manuscript)

2. Isthetitle of the article appropriate?
(If not, please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article complete?

4. Are the subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have any
suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the

review form.

(Other than the 6 points mentioned above, reviewers can provide
additional suggestions/comments)

1. The manuscript reveals:
The keywords must be worked with the THESAURUS OF UNESCO, which is a universal glossary that
locates the study within a specific spectrum of sciences; In addition, it facilitates its development and
location when it has been published: Agriculture — Cultivation — Economy - Mustard...
The problem of water as a scarce input is correctly justified.
The place of the investigation is not contextualized; the experimental design by blocks in different stages
is feasible for this study; the formula and the tools proposed for reading the results are adequate.
The unit system for reading results is appropriate; the results are compared with two specific studies on
the subject; The findings show differentiated costs in terms of the irrigation system between the different
districts. It would be important to establish new lines of research that complement these results.
In the absence of the objective of the study, the conclusion cannot be appraised.
2. The title proposed for the research is appropriate
3. It is important to determine the objective of the investigation. The methodology, design and
results are relevant. It is necessary to indicate the conclusions of the study.
The structure is appropriate for this scientific study
The manuscript scientifically contains weakness in its references.
The references are very weak to support all this study, it is suggested that they are at least
between 30 - 50

Minor REVIEW Feedback

1. Is the quality of the language/English of the article adequate for
scholarly communications?

adequate

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

his/her feedback here)

IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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