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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 is very important for scientific community to understand the utilisations of resources to improve agricultural productivity in water scarce regions in India. This paper can help the researchers to develop efficient water sustainability related to rice cultication. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Economic and resource efficiency analysis of rice cultivation in under diverse irrigation regime in the Gangrel dam Area, Chattisgarh
	

	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.


	Author can add one of the objective which talks about the constraints faced by the farmers which will add to other objectives discussed by the author
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodological framework is fine but there are discrepancies in calculations so the author should ensure this across sections. The author needs to clarify the details like statistical software used and sampling proportions like the Abstract reports costs as ₹74,872.13/ha (assured), ₹67,291.40/ha (protective), and ₹64,135.07/ha (rainfed), while Table 3 reports ₹81,492.51/ha, ₹73,605.54/ha, and ₹70,181.10/ha, respectively. This discrepancy suggests either a calculation error or different cost definitions (e.g., Cost C2 vs. Cost C3) not clarified in the Abstract.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is need to mention the references within the manuscript.
	

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


	There are a lot of grammatical error the author needs to proof read once the manuscript
	

	Optional/General comments


	If the author makes these minor changes the manuscript can be published.
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