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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.


	This manuscript presents valuable insights into the impact of colored plastic mulches and drip irrigation on brinjal cultivation under open field conditions. The study investigates a combination of key agricultural techniques—drip irrigation, mulching, and fertigation—that are crucial for improving water-use efficiency and optimizing crop yield. The findings can be applied to regions facing water scarcity, as they demonstrate significant water savings while achieving improved crop performance. The results also contribute to sustainable agricultural practices, especially in tropical and subtropical climates, providing useful knowledge for researchers and practitioners working in the field of agricultural water management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Performance Evaluation of Coloured Plastic Mulch and Drip Irrigation on Brinjal Under Open Field Condition" is suitable as it clearly describes the study's focus and methodology. It highlights the key variables (colored plastic mulch and drip irrigation) and the subject (brinjal), making it easy for readers to understand the scope of the research. However, a slight revision to improve clarity could be: "Evaluating the Performance of Colored Plastic Mulch and Drip Irrigation on Brinjal Growth and Yield Under Open Field Conditions."
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the study, outlining the experimental setup, treatment combinations, and main results. However, the abstract could be enhanced by briefly mentioning the significance of the findings (such as water conservation and yield increase) to emphasize the practical implications of the research. Adding a line about the broader applicability of the findings would strengthen the abstract's impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a well-structured experimental design and appropriate methodology. The use of randomized block design (RBD) and the integration of fertigation with drip irrigation and mulching are effective for assessing crop performance under varied conditions. The statistical analysis and data presentation appear consistent with scientific standards, making the results credible and relevant
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are recent and relevant to the study, offering foundational insights into the effects of drip irrigation and mulching on agricultural productivity. However, there may be a need for a few additional references focusing on the environmental impacts of plastic mulching or the long-term effects on soil health. These references could further enrich the discussion on sustainability.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, concise, and mostly free of grammatical errors. There is room for minor improvements in sentence structure and flow to enhance readability, but overall, the language quality meets the standards for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The manuscript does not appear to present any immediate ethical issues.
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