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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 
 

The paper is briefly based on a research work in which the 
author(s) deal with a water table management system, as 
considering controlled drainage and the location of AEC&RI, 
Kumulur, Trichy District, Tamil Nadu in detail. From a general 
perspective, the paper seems having a remarkable subject and 
value in research flow. But before it can be published in the 
CJAST, some major revisions indicated as follows should be done: 
1- The Introduction sections is very short. It should be improved by 
explaining more about background, research objectives, and 
organization of the paper. 
2- All the equations should be numbered in the same style. 
3- Figure captions should be provided separately as texts and with 
the same style – numbering flow along the content. 
4- A total of 5 references for such paper is very low. I suggest 
including around at least 25-30 references by including also some 
recent ones from 2015, 2016, and 2017. 
Thanks the author(s) for their valuable efforts to form this paper. 
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