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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 offers a valuable and timely contribution to the field of rural development, water resource management, and climate-resilient agriculture. By employing a robust qualitative field-based approach, it presents a nuanced and data-rich analysis of the Gandak Canal Project’s long-term impacts on cropping patterns and socio-economic transformation in North Bihar. The insights provided are highly relevant for policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners aiming to understand and address the complex interlinkages between irrigation infrastructure, agricultural productivity, and sustainability in climate-sensitive regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and scope of the study.
	

	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 and well-structured. However, I suggest dividing it into shorter, clearer sentences to enhance readability. Also, the mention of “etc.” in the keywords should be removed or replaced with specific terms.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, well-referenced, and supported by both primary data and secondary literature. It appropriately employs thematic analysis and provides detailed tables to support its arguments. However, some sections (particularly in the Results and Discussion) can benefit from more concise synthesis to avoid repetition.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and include recent studies from 2020–2024. The manuscript demonstrates familiarity with foundational and recent scholarship in irrigation, agrarian studies, and climate adaptation.

	

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


	The language is generally clear and academic in tone, but a few grammatical errors and stylistic inconsistencies remain. The manuscript would benefit from careful proofreading to improve sentence structure and paragraph transitions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Please avoid redundancy in the "Results and Discussion" sections; some arguments are repeated in both table captions and explanatory text.

  Consider shortening the conclusion by summarizing key recommendations more succinctly.

  The manuscript could benefit from a figure or map to illustrate the geographical scope of the study area and the Gandak Canal system.
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