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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript explores the water sector, one of the important fields in the current world. It examines how the water research has been growing overtime. Moreover, it examines and describe the common areas within the water management sector, that have been mostly researched. Further, the manuscript analyses the authors with the most research works in the water management sector. The manuscript goes beyond, to identify the areas within the water management theme, that has not been mostly researched (in this case, the Water Institutions), based on the available data used by the author.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the manuscript is suitable with the context and content presented.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive. However, it might require some adjustment after addressing the issues raised in the manuscript.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference used are recent but most of them do not have the DOI number. The author is advised to consult more references and make sure that whenever possible, the articles’ DOI are mentioned.
	

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


	The English used in the manuscript is OK. However, the manuscript may benefit strongly from the language check in some parts. (comments are provided in the manuscript document)
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The author needs rearrangement of the tables and figures in some areas.
· Some figures’ captions are placed on top while others are at the bottom of the respective figures.

· The manuscript could benefit from additional language, coherence and consistency checks before the final submission.
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