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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Given that the outcome of this study is overall more research needs to be 
done, this section should be much more specific as far as fieldwork tests, 
modelling scenarios and irrigation techniques that would support the next 
round of studies. The conclusion and recommendations section is just a 
general discussion of the fieldwork, modelling and irrigation research that can 
be done.   
 
More of a discussion can exist with respect to the overall standing benefits of 
less water use with the employed method regardless of the ambiguous data 
on soil wetting.  
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Topic is important… Thank you for your research efforts! 
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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: 
 

Name: Kelly Schalk 

Department, University & Country SUNY Onondaga Community College, USA 

  
 
 
 


