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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 paper is crucial for determining more efficient irrigation water requirements. By identifying effective rainfall, irrigation water needs can be more optimal and efficient. This research is crucial for climate change mitigation efforts, ensuring safe agricultural development. Furthermore, food security efforts can be controlled.
	

	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.


	The abstract sufficiently explains why, how and for what
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, only the data needs to be extended (not only within 5 years but up to 10 years) so that the analysis is more accurate.
Figure 2 and figure 3 are empty, so they cannot explain the meaning.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	references need to be added, especially regarding ways of determining effective rainfall
	

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


	The language quality is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally quite good, the writing flow is quite clear. The data should be expanded, and references should be added.
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