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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 
 

This paper is tried to evaluate the performance of drip irrigation systems on 
production of okra (Hibiscus esculentus) in southwestern, Nigeria. 
The authors should improve the paper quality. 
Equation numbers are required. 
Use Equation editor for symbols and equations. 
Results discussion is not clear. 
 

Noted and corrected accordingly 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
I would advise you to polish again English writing. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Update the references. 
 
 

 

 
As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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