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	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 presents significant value for the scientific community as it addresses the critical challenge of water management in urban rooftop gardening. By demonstrating that drip irrigation can save up to 75–80% of water while improving Capsicum yield by 10–15%, the study offers a practical and sustainable solution for enhancing food production in water-scarce urban environments. Its detailed evaluation of hydraulic performance and water-use efficiency provides valuable data that can guide future research, system design, and policy-making for urban agriculture. Furthermore, the findings contribute to broader discussions on sustainable farming practices, environmental conservation, and urban food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Impact of Drip Irrigation on Growth, Yield, and Water Use Efficiency of Capsicum in Rooftop Gardening,” is clear and informative. It accurately reflects the study’s focus on drip irrigation, Capsicum production, and rooftop gardening.
However, it could be slightly refined to make it more concise and engaging for a scientific audience. Here are a few alternative suggestions:

1. “Enhancing Capsicum Production and Water Efficiency through Drip Irrigation in Rooftop Gardens”

2. “Drip Irrigation Improves Growth, Yield, and Water Use Efficiency of Capsicum in Urban Rooftop Gardening”
	

	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 generally comprehensive: it introduces the problem (water management in rooftop gardening), states the experimental setup, highlights key findings (water savings of 75–80% and yield increase of 10–15%), and presents the overall conclusion. However, it could be improved for clarity and impact. Here are my suggestions:

Strengths

· Clearly states the research problem and relevance.

· Includes methodology (location, time frame, and experimental design).

· Reports quantitative results on yield and water-use efficiency.

Suggestions for Improvement

1. Include quantitative details on the experimental design and sample size more explicitly (e.g., “A Randomized Block Design with six replications across 60 pots was used…”).

2. Briefly mention the statistical significance of results if available, to emphasize reliability.

3. Clarify the broader implications—for instance, how the findings can inform sustainable urban agriculture or water conservation policies.

4. Streamline repetitive phrases—for example, “Rooftop gardening has gained popularity…” and “high temperatures… require much higher water” could be combined for conciseness.

5. Optionally, add a sentence about the hydraulic performance evaluation (e.g., emitter uniformity or efficiency) to connect system performance with plant response.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of concept, experimental design, and interpretation of results. Addressing the points above especially statistical details and acknowledgment of potential limitations would enhance its scientific rigor and credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but would benefit from additional recent sources to strengthen the paper’s relevance and demonstrate engagement with the latest research trends.
	

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


	The language quality is adequate but requires moderate editing to meet scholarly standards. A thorough proofreading or professional language editing service is recommended to correct grammar, improve sentence flow, and ensure consistency in terminology and formatting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please add in methodology using the water distribution uniformity calculation
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