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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)

Compulsory REVISION
comments

1.

2.

General comments:
Were there no replications of the treatments of #tudy, and heng
statistical analyses of the data attained?

The manuscript was badly written, with many incoetg@] incoherent

or distorted sentences. | also observed an unaddeptevel of

carelessness on the part of the authors duringotéearation of the

manuscript. Also there are too many grammaticabrsrrin the
manuscript. The manuscript in its present form $adhrity in the style
of its presentation. It needs to be thoroughly reten.

The authors used many methods of computation of ifETtheir
analyses. But the more important factor of grourtdwaontribution,
going by the title of the paper, was not propedgrassed. The title @
the paper in itself suggests that groundwater gmutton can be use
to grow pepper in the dry season but may be opgienikrough a goo
choice of irrigation schedule. One therefore expéotsee data fron
completely non-irrigated plots, but such plots wer part of this
study. This is a major flaw of this paper, otheevibe authors ma
wish to consider changing the title to reflect thet that their emphas
was on the effect of irrigation schedule on the ponents of wate
balance and production of pepper in an inland-yadleosystem durin
the dry season.
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1. Title: ‘Irrigation strategies ... in a humid tropicabne of Nigeria’.
Please delete ‘tropical’ in the title or change tiike to ‘Irrigation
strategies ... in a humid tropical environment’ (Reasve don’t have
humid temperate zone of Nigeria).
2. Lines 20-23: why repeating this which you alrea@dyé in Lines 11
147
3. Lines 23-34: not clear
4. Line 47: Inland valley swamps are not the saméaaslplains.
5. Line 75: Of what relevance is SWAP to your study?
6. Lines 176-178: The translation of eq. 5 to eq. 6 weongly done.
7. Line 378: Conclusion should not be a repetitiothef Results.
Minor REVISION
comments
Optional /General
comments
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