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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.


	The manuscript presents an important contribution to the field of hydrogeology and water resources management, particularly in the context of groundwater sustainability in coastal districts of India. The integration of GIS and AHP-weighted overlay analysis provides a robust and reproducible framework for identifying Managed Aquifer Recharge (MAR) zones. Given the increasing groundwater stress and salinity intrusion issues in Andhra Pradesh, this research holds practical value for local authorities, planners, and environmental scientists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and reflects the key methodology and study area. It effectively captures both the geographic focus and the analytical techniques used. No change is required.
	

	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 is generally well structured and provides a concise summary of objectives, methods, and findings. However, the quantitative results section could be slightly improved for clarity — the numerical data on area percentages appear inconsistently formatted (“33. 51%” and “zero. 12%”). It would be better to standardize spacing and notation (“33.51%” and “0.12%”) for readability. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The authors have used established methodologies (GIS and AHP) supported by credible literature. The weighting of parameters is consistent with standard AHP practices, and the results are logical and well interpreted. Figures and tables are clearly referenced, though some maps might benefit from scale bars and north arrows for better spatial context. The discussion adequately links findings to previous work, strengthening the validity of the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes several recent studies (2019–2023). The inclusion of global and Indian case studies enhances the context. However, the manuscript could reference one or two more recent publications (2023–2024) on GIS-based MAR assessments in coastal or deltaic regions for further strengthening.
	

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


	Yes, the English is overall suitable for publication. The manuscript is readable and technically written. Minor grammatical and stylistic corrections are needed in a few places where sentences are overly long or have inconsistent punctuation. A brief language polishing before final submission is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides a valuable framework for sustainable groundwater recharge planning. The methodology section is comprehensive, and the results are logically presented. The maps are informative and visually clear. It would be beneficial to include a brief limitations section discussing data resolution and uncertainty in AHP weighting to enhance transparency. Overall, the paper is well prepared and merits publication after minor revisions.
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