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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 (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 manuscript is very important for the scientific community as it discusses the enhancement and improvement of the WUE, which is one of the key elements in increasing production and productivity while maximizing the utilization of irrigation water that has now become a depletable resource. The manuscript lays a good foundation for subsequent studies to explore this field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest changing the title to be as follows.

Water Use Efficiency by enhancing improving Influential Factors, Agronomic Modifications and Potential Opportunities
	

	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.


	Generally, the abstract must contain the Aims, place and duration of study, methodology, results and conclusion, so the author must follow the signific style 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and the researcher has followed the correct scientific method in writing it, and has reached highly logical outcomes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are not recent; more than 70% of them are before 2010, and the others are before 2019. I suggest the author add recent references and studies, emphasizing that there are a large number of recent studies that have addressed this topic and similar ones.
	

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


	Language is good, clear and suitable.
References must be written in a consistent style throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	- The author should provide an overview of the water productivity efficiency because it has become a very important term more than ever.

- The author must support all information that he mentioned with references and previous studies.

- the author must unify the style and format of the sub headings to be consistent throughout the entire manuscript.

- The author must cite a number of references and recent studies to support and strengthen the manuscript.

- The conclusion is very long and intertwined with each other. The conclusion is a summary of what the author reached briefly without distortion, not a narration of everything the author has reached. The author should arrange the summary according to the order of what he has reached.

- Most of the references are not recent; more than 70% of them are before 2010, and the others are before 2019. I suggest the author add recent references and studies, emphasizing that there are a large number of recent studies that have addressed this topic and similar ones.
- references must be written in a consistent style throughout the manuscript.

- the author must unify the style and format of the sub headings to be consistent throughout the entire manuscript

- References must be written in a consistent style throughout the manuscript.

- the title and figure number should be below the figure

- the author should provide an overview of the water productivity (WP) because it has become a very important term more than ever. (WUE)

- unifying the shape of the parentheses throughout the manuscript.

- The WUE has several definitions; I think it is better to list a number of them along with citing recent references.
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	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)
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