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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.


	Manuscript keeps the vital and prime importance for the scientific community because it addresses one of the key problems of current era by dealing with the management of water for irrigation purposes. Agriculture sector not only fulfils the necessitates of the society but also plays a key role in GDP of any country. 

This manuscript explains the effective, efficient and economic use of farm ponds for horticulture crops in arid regions by explaining and illustration the construction design of a farm pond. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is suitable, but, in my opinion it should be more professional and dynamic like 

1. Construction of Farm Pond for Horticulture Crops in Arid Regions: A Review 

2. Analysis of Construction Design of Farm Pond for Horticulture Crops in Arid Regions

3. Evaluation of Construction Design of Farm Pond for Horticulture Crops in Arid Regions 

4. Assessment of Construction Design of Farm Pond for Horticulture Crops in Arid Regions 
	

	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.


	Abstract of the article should be made more comprehensive by mentioning one to two lines about determined and applied methodology in detail. Results and conclusion should also be explained in more details by adding one to two lines describing the objectives and research questions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically manuscript needs to be more health and rich in terms of introduction, literature review, significance, research objectives, research questions, results and conclusions. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References aren’t sufficient. Some more references should be added about conceptual framework covering methodology. Literature review should also be extended.
	

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


	Yes, the language / English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is a worthy and knowledgeable addition in the literature covering one of the important problems of current era.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 


	No, there aren’t any ethical issues in this manuscript. 

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No, there aren’t competing interest issues in this manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Plagiarism is not suspected.
	


	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”
                                                                                                                                                          I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
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	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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