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	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.


	This manuscript holds significant value for the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive overview of global research trends in agricultural water footprint, a critical area amid rising concerns over sustainable water use. By employing rigorous bibliometric techniques, the study identifies influential researchers, key thematic areas, and collaborative networks that have shaped the discourse over the past two decades. The visualization of research dynamics through tools like VOSviewer offers valuable insights for future investigations, policy development, and interdisciplinary collaboration. Furthermore, the findings serve as a strategic guide for academics, funding agencies, and policymakers to target efforts that align with pressing environmental and agricultural sustainability goals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Water Footprint in Agriculture Production System: An Analysis," is informative but could be improved for clarity, fluency, and alignment with the scope of the study, especially since the manuscript is a bibliometric analysis spanning global research trends.
For example:
“Mapping the Scientific Landscape of Water Footprint in Agriculture: A Global Bibliometric Review”
	

	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.


	The abstract is informative and includes key components such as the objective, dataset, methodology, and major findings. However, a few refinements could make it more comprehensive, concise, and aligned with scientific writing standards. Here are my suggestions:
Suggestions for Improvement:
1. Clarify the objective early in the abstract — currently, it jumps into what the study did without explicitly stating the aim.

2. Avoid tool-specific details like "Office Excel 2019" unless critically necessary; tools like R and VOSviewer are fine to mention as they are relevant to methodology.

3. Refine sentence structure to improve flow and readability.

4. Include a brief concluding sentence to highlight the study’s contribution to the field or its potential applications.
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	References are cited very haphazardly
More relevant refences could be cited
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