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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.


	The topic presented in the article will be of interest to the world scientific community, as Nepal's hydropower potential and the prospects for its development are widely discussed.
The paper discusses several river basins, which provides a good baseline for future researchers who will build on these data. 

The government's policy and current challenges are presented in an interesting way
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title matches the content and can be published under this title
	

	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 briefly summarizes the main points, which is fully consistent with the review type of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a scientific point of view, the article correctly and systematically formulates the main points that are characteristic of describing the hydropower potential of Nepal.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references includes many sources related to Nepal's hydropower potential, ranging from articles from the last century to the 2024 edition.
	

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


	The article presented in English is fully relevant to the world scientific community.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I have a couple of notes:
There are several spelling errors, namely, the text of paragraph 7 is written in font size 14;

It would be good if the author showed ways to solve the political, infrastructural, geographical, financial and other challenges that hinder the utilization of Nepal's hydro potential.
                Overall, I give the paper a positive recommendation for publication
It would be good if the conclusion was more distinct from the abstract, as part of the abstract is repeated in the conclusion.
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	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)

no
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