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	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 provides a comprehensive and data-driven assessment of crop water requirements within the Nagarjuna Sagar Right Canal Command area, a region of critical agricultural importance in Andhra Pradesh, India. By integrating long-term climatic, rainfall, soil, and crop data with advanced simulation tools like CROPWAT 8.0 and Easy Fit, the study offers scientifically sound insights into water demand and resource allocation. The findings are valuable for policymakers, irrigation engineers, and agronomists seeking to optimize irrigation planning, enhance water use efficiency, and support sustainable agriculture in water-scarce regions. Moreover, the research contributes to the broader scientific discourse on climate-adaptive water management strategies in canal-irrigated command areas.
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	Evaluating Irrigation Needs and Crop Water Demand in the Guntur District of Andhra Pradesh Using Climatic and Soil Data Models
	

	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 does not mention CROPWAT 8.0 or Easy Fit software, which are central to the study.
It should mention the years covered by the data (e.g., 1997–2018) to clarify the scope
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is no mention of field validation or comparison with observed irrigation practices or water use—this is essential for confirming the accuracy of modelled results.

There is no discussion of potential errors, model limitations, or sensitivity to input parameters (e.g., rainfall variability).

While rising evapotranspiration is briefly mentioned, a scientific discussion on future climate scenarios or adaptive strategies is lacking.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many sources are between 2007 and 2016, with very few recent works from 2019–2024
No comparative global studies or applications of CROPWAT in Africa, South America, or Southeast Asia, where similar water stress and cropping patterns exist.
	

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


	Some phrases are unnecessarily repeated or lengthy, reducing readability.
Units like mm, MCM, TMC, etc., are not always clearly defined or standardized.

“Rainfall data was used for estimation” → better phrased as “Rainfall data were used to estimate…”
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