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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 
 

 
The article meets all the requirements of a scientific research.  The article deals with the 
strongest factors for increasing crop productivity – irrigation and fertilizing. The abstract 
notes the norms of one factor (irrigation), but the other (fertilization) is not reflected. If the 
rates of one factor are listed, they must be listed of the other. Abbreviations are also not 
accepted in the abstract. Also, the abstract should indicate the aim of the study. In the 
introduction, the problems for both factors are discussed in depth. At the end of the 
introduction there should be a clear aim of the study, while the aim is stated in materials 
and methods. Although the presented data are good and with proven effect, data from one 
growing season cannot be accepted as a significant. For the fertilizer factor it is not clear 
which variant is a control. It is also not clear whether irrigation is combined with fertilization. 
The results are plain presented. The obtained results are sufficient comparing with previous 
studies. Table 3 (Economics of different treatments under barley crop) presents the 
interaction of the two factors by variants – I0 × F1; I0 × F2; I0 × F3; I0 × F4; I1 × F1; I1 × F2; I1 × F3; 
I1 × F4; I2 ×F1; I2 × F2; I2 ×F3; I2 × F4. Table 1 (Effect of irrigation scheduling and fertilizer 
application on growth and yield attributes of barley) and Table 2 (Effect of irrigation 
scheduling and fertilizer application on yield parameters of barley) do not show the results 
of these variants. The same tables show only the relationship between irrigation x 
fertilization (I x F) of the total dispersion. The results of the interaction of different irrigations 
and different fertilizer treatments would provide valuable information on the impact on the 
studied traits in intensive agriculture. Moreover, the conclusion reflects the most effective 
version of the interaction of the two factors, but this is not visible from the tables. I 
recommend the author (s) to pay attention to the references. There are abbreviations 
without the necessary sign; in italics, where it is not; there are no spaces; there are no 
initials of the first names of some authors, etc. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The topic is current. The strongest factors influencing crops have been tested at various 
rates. These attempts are time consuming. Therefore, their results are especially valuable. 
I recommend the author (s) to continue the research and publish data for several years. A 
study conducted over several years provides an answer to the impact of the tested factors 
in different weather conditions. I also recommend that after there is a control without 
irrigation, the control without fertilization should be included. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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