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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. 
 

The study addresses a significant issue in sustainable agriculture optimizing water and 
nutrient use efficiency in Rabi sunflower cultivation. The combination of drip irrigation 
regimes and fertigation levels is a timely and relevant subject in the context of resource-
constrained agriculture. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Title of the manuscript is ok.  

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. 

 

Justify the selection of Epan levels (0.8, 1.0, 1.2) and fertigation doses (60–120%) with 
references or preliminary studies. 

Indicate the software used for statistical testing and thresholds for significance (e.g., p-
values). 

 

 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write 
here. 

The manuscript is well structured.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention 
them in the review form. 

Ensure citations for all key methodologies and metrics (e.g., energy efficiency, input-output 
analysis). Validate the consistency and formatting of the references list. 

 

 

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

 

 
English is good for scholarly communication. Some minor grammatical errors may be 
corrected. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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