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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This manuscript is very important for scientific community because it gives detail estimation of crop water needs using long term weather data, which is very useful for saving water. The study help in better irrigation planning in Tons pump canal command area, so farmers and researchers can use water more efficiently. Using Penman-Monteith equation for calculating evapotranspiration make the study more accurate and reliable. Also, it talk about big problem of groundwater depletion and suggest better ways to manage water in agriculture in eastern Uttar Pradesh and other similar areas.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good but can be more clear. Here some better option:

"Study on crop water need in Tons pump canal area, Eastern Uttar Pradesh"

"Estimation of water use for field crop in Tons pump canal command"

"Analysis of irrigation need in Tons pump canal region, UP”.
	

	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 give good information but need some improvement. It should clearly say the main goal of study, like saving water or better irrigation. Also, it can add why Penman-Monteith equation is used. Listing crops two times not needed, just summary of results is better. Last, a short conclusion should be there to show how this study help farmers and water management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript mostly correct scientific but need some improvement. Penman-Monteith equation use is good but more detail on data and method will make better. Some result need more explain, like why some crop need more water. Also, some grammar mistake and clarity issue should fix for better understand. Overall, study useful for agriculture water management.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references mostly good but some old like Monteith (1981) and Penman (1948). More recent study should add for better update. Some journal name have spelling mistake, need correction. Also, adding report from FAO or Indian government can make study more strong. Formatting not same in all reference, should be fix. Overall, reference useful but need little improvement.
	

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


	Seems good and suitable for scholarly communication
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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