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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study is useful for the scientific community as it explores an affordable and efficient irrigation method for small-scale farmers. It addresses key issues like water conservation and yield improvement, making it relevant for sustainable agriculture. I like how practical the findings are, but the manuscript could be more concise in some areas.
	

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

	The title is clear but a bit long. A shorter alternative could be: "Impact of Low-Pressure Drip Irrigation on Cowpea Yield and Water Use."
	

	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 all key points but is repetitive. Consider removing duplicate phrases and focusing on essential results like water savings and yield improvement.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The study is scientifically sound with solid data and methodology. The results are well presented, but providing more details on the irrigation setup and calculation methods would improve clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are mostly relevant, but adding a few recent studies would strengthen the paper.
	

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

	The language is understandable but needs minor grammar corrections and a smoother flow in some sections.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
1. Shorten the title for better clarity.
2. Remove repetitive information in the abstract.
3. Add more details about the irrigation setup.
4. Clarify how water use efficiency was calculated.
5. Include a cost breakdown of the system.
6. Use consistent units throughout the text.
7. Check for grammar and style improvements.
8. Provide recommendations for further studies.
9. Include a visual representation of the experimental layout.
10. Compare results with similar studies for context.
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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