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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 work tackles a very relevant issue: how to use water more efficiently and run greenhouse irrigation in a more controlled way under increasing climate variability. 
· The combination of an IoT-based drip system with soil and climate sensing is practical and applicable, especially for protected cucumber cultivation. 
· The two-season comparison of irrigation treatments and water use efficiency makes the study useful for both researchers and practitioners working on smart irrigation and greenhouse management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	· The current title, “Design of a smart IoT-based drip irrigation system for greenhouse cultivation”, is clear and reflects the main focus of the work. 
· To better capture the experimental part, you might consider a slightly adjusted title such as “Design and evaluation of a smart IoT-based drip irrigation system for greenhouse-grown cucumber”, but this is a suggestion rather than a requirement.
	

	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 covers the main elements of the study (background, system, methods, and results), but it is quite long and dense. 
· I suggest shortening the background, stating the experimental design more briefly (number of seasons and treatments), and adding a few key quantitative results (for example, WUE values for the best IoT treatment versus the conventional treatment, and the percentage improvement). 
· This will make the contribution clearer at a glance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The system design, choice of sensors, feedback-based irrigation control, and use of WUE as a performance indicator are appropriate for the stated objectives. The soil characterization and sensor calibration sections are particularly helpful. 
· The main weakness is that the experimental and statistical details are not fully described: please specify the experimental layout, number of replications, randomization procedure, and the statistical tests used (e.g. ANOVA and any multiple comparison tests), and indicate clearly in the tables or text which differences are statistically significant. 
· This will make the conclusions more convincing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The reference list is generally adequate and includes both earlier and recent work on climate impacts, soil moisture measurement, greenhouse monitoring, and IoT-based irrigation (up to around 2023). 
· It would benefit from careful editing for consistency in journal names, volume and issue formats, punctuation, and the way institutional/anonymous reports are cited. 
· Please also check that every in-text citation appears in the reference list and that all listed references are cited in the text.
	

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

	· The manuscript is readable and the main ideas are understandable, but the English needs polishing. 
· There are several long sentences that could be broken into shorter ones, some repetition in the Introduction, and occasional grammatical and punctuation issues. 
· A careful language edit (by a fluent English speaker or professional service) will help improve clarity, flow, and overall presentation, especially in the Introduction and the discussion of the WUE results.
	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Check and standardize section numbering and headings (for example, between “Introduction”, “Materials and Methods”, and the 2.x subsections). 
2. Break up very long paragraphs to make the text easier to read. 
3. Ensure that units and symbols (mm, kg/ha, kg/ha-mm, °C, RH, lx, etc.) are written consistently and defined at first use. 
4. In the tables, briefly explain the irrigation treatments (I₁–I₅) and, if applicable, mark statistically significant differences. 
5. Replace embedded base64 images with separate figure files prepared according to the journal’s requirements. 
6. Consider adding a short conclusion section that clearly summarizes the main quantitative findings and provides practical recommendations for greenhouse growers.

· The study is sound and relevant, but the description of the experimental design and statistical analysis should be clearer, and the abstract, discussion, and language can be tightened and polished.

	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	· The work involves greenhouse cultivation of cucumber under different irrigation regimes and does not involve human or animal subjects. 
· I do not see any ethical concerns based on the current description. 
· If the study required any institutional or local approval, please mention this briefly in the methods section.
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	· The authors state that there are no competing interests, and nothing in the manuscript suggests otherwise. 
· I do not see any issues related to funding, affiliations, or product promotion.
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	· The manuscript reads as original work that combines a literature review, system description, and experimental results. 
· I did not notice any obvious signs of plagiarism. 
· The usual similarity check carried out by the journal should be sufficient.
	











	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”




	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback
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