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	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 is detailed statistical and spatial analyses offer practical insights. However, its impact may be somewhat limited by its focus on a single region and as the data used is of short time period, which does not capture longer-term or broader hydrological trends. Despite these limitations, it makes a meaningful contribution as a baseline study and highlights critical areas for future, more extensive research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	1. Yes, it is comprehensive.

2. In aim section of the abstract the line “. This research examines the groundwater, surface water and monthly volumetric soil moisture data, identify stress areas, and recommend measures for ensuring equitable and long-term water resource sustainability in the region.” – is not grammatically correct.

3. The practical significance (who can use the findings — policymakers, planners, farmers) could be briefly mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its design, methods, and interpretation for a regional baseline study. Its use of real data and standard statistical analyses supports valid conclusions. However, its short data period and regional focus limit its broader applicability and long-term predictive strength.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	1. Most sentences convey the intended meaning. Some sentences are too long or wordy, making them harder to follow. For example:

The line - “Water constitutes an essential resource for the sustenance of life as well as for the facilitation of agricultural, industrial, and domestic requirements…”

This line could be simplified to: “Water is vital for life and essential for agriculture, industry, and domestic use.”

2. The word “monthly daily averages” does not make sense.
3. The language is overall readable but would benefit from light professional editing for grammar, conciseness, and clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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