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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.


	The objective of this research was to evaluate the three furrow irrigation systems on tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.) yield and water use efficiency and identify the furrow irrigation method which allows achieving optimum tomato  yield. The experimental field was irrigated using three types of furrow irrigation systems, viz. Alternate Furrow Irrigation (AFI), Fixed Furrow Irrigation (FFI) and Conventional Furrow Irrigation (CFI) methods. The result showed that the highest total fruit yield (32 tons/ha) was obtained from conventional furrow irrigation system and the minimum total yield (22.3 tons/ha) was gained from fixed furrow irrigation systems. Alternative furrow irrigation gives a relatively better yield than fixed furrow irrigation systems. The highest water use efficiency (8.82 kg/m3) was obtained under alternative furrow irrigation and saved 50 % water and the minimum water use efficiency (5.76 kg/m3) was obtained during the conventional furrow irrigation system. 
Therefore, in the  area where enough water available, applying water at conventional furrow irrigation system through growing season is advisable to obtain maximum tomato yield and in water scarce area, applying irrigation water through alternative furrow irrigation system is found to be economically  feasible and highest water use efficiency.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	Yes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	       Yes.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	      Yes.
	

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


	     Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	i) Schematic diagram and general arrangement drawing showing the details of land areas and furrow(s) with its shapes/sizes/dimensions for the different treatments in the experimental field are preferred to be furnished in the paper.
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