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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.


	It is an interesting paper, with good effort in its results. The manuscript is important for the scientific community, it makes a significant contribution to the field of pressurized irrigation methods particularly, in drip irrigation system. However, the authors should discuss the limitations of their study and suggest directions for future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is so good title. 
	

	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.


	Yes almost, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. It provides a good overview of the research question, methodology, results, and implications of the study. The abstract is also well-written and easy to read. However, it is essential the author to add their limitation and the future study to further strengthen its contribution for community
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I think the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is sound, and the results are presented in a clear and concise manner. But, the authors missed to discuss the significant figures deviation occurred. For example, 2340.9 for T1 and 2708.1 for T3. Simple reported as “Results indicated no significant differences (p>0.05) in yield attributes”

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Authors should provide relevant and current references during discussion. The cited reference should be listed in the references, however the author missed like Soboyejo et al., 2019. There are recent research however, the author should anchor the result with recent findings, from 2020, to enhance its credit.  
	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript should be published after a minor revision. 

1. Remove “------“from the equations.

2. Remove 0 from section two. 2.0 to 2.

3. Revise your conclusion section. Do not simply repeat the abstract. Tell your readers what are the most important take-away points of your work.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Tokuma Adamu Gore, Ethiopia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

