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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Surely the research idea is important, the main idea of the research is good and dealt with a very important topic, which is rationalizing the use of irrigation water with the creation of a good idea to reuse water bottles for irrigation, it is true that it is not suitable for large areas, but it can succeed greatly in limited areas and the family farming system
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 I suggest 
Improving Tomato Growth and yield under Drip Irrigation, by using Plastic Bottle in a small Farming Framework
	

	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.


	The abstract is unclear and the author did not follow the correct scientific method to write it
Abstract must content:

 Aims, place and duration of study, methodology, results and conclusion. All this must state very clearly
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript scientifically is good and acceptable, but the author must follow the scientific method to write it. The manuscript needs to be reformulated and arranged well to be in line with the scientific method of writing manuscripts
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are update and recent, but not sufficient, there are only 4 references in introduction   


	

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


	Language needs more revision 
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The objectives not clear

· Research materials and methods need more clarification and a detailed explanation of how the experiment is carried out 

· The method of statistical analysis of the data is not explained and the method of designing the experiment as well

· Parameters measured were not specified 

· The results discussion is unclear and the author did not identify the criteria for presenting the results and did not follow the scientific method for that
· The manuscript needs more intonation and following the scientific method of writing manuscripts and presenting the results and discussing them scientifically so that the author comes up with recommendations that are useful in the field of scientific research and researchers can build on it in the future

· The author has explained very long in the conclusion, but the conclusion must contain the summary of the research in a concise and non-lengthy manner and can be written in the points to be clear and easy  
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	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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