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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.


	(1) The author has attempted to advance the scientific knowledge in the field of water resource management, specifically water resource budgeting analysis.
(2) Water resource stakeholders will benefit from the new knowledge derived relating to better water management, choice of efficient irrigation methods and the selection of less water-demanding crops. 
(3) Farmers in the study area will be better informed while planning for a fair and sustainable water use program. 
(4) The scientific community will utilise the findings of this study as a baseline for future similar studies in the study area and beyond.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	(1) The “Water Resource Budgeting in the Narayanpur Left Bank Canal Command Area of the Upper Krishna Project: A Natural Resource Economics Perspective” is not SMART. It is not specific on the study area i.e. which country is the Upper Krishna Project located?
(2)  My proposed title: ‘Water Resource Budgeting in the Narayanpur Left Bank Canal Command Area of the Upper Krishna Project in India: A Natural Resource Economics Perspective’.
	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive. Farther actions may include the following.

(1) Briefly specify the methods used in data analysis. This is not explicit in the abstract.

(2)  Specify the data types used in the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	(1) The references are fairly sufficient and recent. 
(2) The author needs to review more past research done in the specific study area in the context of water resource budgeting analysis for the Narayanpur Left Bank Canal (NLBC) command area to highlight research gaps.
	

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


	Yes. The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	(1) This study serves to add value to the body of knowledge in the subject matter under investigation. It brings out new knowledge to the scientific community.
(2) A map of the study area needs to be provided showing the coordinates where this area is located in the world.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No. There are no ethical issues identified in this manuscript to the best of my understanding.

	


Reviewer details:

Veronica Mwikali Kiluva, Masinde Muliro University of Science and Technology, Kenya

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

