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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.


	1. Among the importance of this manuscript, the author(s) include: 1. 1. The importance of water scarcity and climate challenges has led responsible humans to cultivate water-efficient crops, which is addressed in this manuscript. 1. 2. The efficiency of Rain-Hose Micro-Irrigation is higher than that of flood irrigation. 1. 3. The referencing of the esteemed researcher in this manuscript can be correct: Field trials in India show that rain–hose irrigation increased yield by 18–23% and reduced water use by 40–60%.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is compatible with the text of the manuscript and is acceptable.
	

	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.


	Although the abstract does not have a complete and comprehensive structure, it is acceptable due to the presented components of the existing structure.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. The statistical comparison of table (1) is not consistent with the results and discussion, the data analysis should be properly expressed and compared. 2. The performance difference between sprinkler irrigation and onventional flood irrigation in Figure (2) is not properly managed. The author(s) are advised to properly manage the data and format of the figure to make it appear more global. 3. The schematic of the rain-sprinkling irrigation system with a hose in Figure (1) must be consistent with the field system in Figure 3. 4. All the references used at the end of the manuscript, except number 15, have problematic universal addressing. The REFERENCES used must have a proper structure.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is a suitable and new source, but it has structural problems and global anonymity.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author(s), considering the climate challenges, have followed a good goal, but, in order to be more universal, they should properly manage the announced recommendations.
I wish success and achieve the goal of the author(s).
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