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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 study has a lot of potential and provides some insightful information, but it could still be much better overall. Its academic worth would be significantly enhanced if the analyses were strengthened, the methodology was improved, and the presentation was made clearer and more structured. 
Resolving the formatting and grammar errors, together with the present organisational inefficiencies, will also make the work more logical and interesting for readers and other users.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, but I would like to suggest” Mapping Irrigated Area Using Remote Sensing and GIS in the Betwa River Basin, India “
	

	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.


	 It is globally comprehensive and effectively outlines the study’s method, results, and relevance.  However, you may want to briefly mention the key implications or applications of the study in agricultural water management and resource planning 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientific. Although the work shows promise and provides some insightful information, there is still much space for improvement in terms of overall quality. Its academic worth would be significantly raised by strengthening the analysis's depth, improving the methodology, and improving the presentation's organisation and clarity. The article will become more logical and interesting for readers if the existing organisational inconsistencies, formatting, and grammar problems are fixed.

.  I’d recommend reviewing the MODIS data’s spatial resolution limitations for finer-scale analysis
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is not thorough and does not cover the most recent literature (2020–2025) well enough.

There are some citations in the text that aren't in the reference list, and there are also others that are. Please make sure that


	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has promise and tackles a pertinent problem, but before it can be considered for publication, it has to be significantly improved in the following areas:


· adding current sources to the literature review to make it stronger.
· adding more information and support to the methodological area.
· To make the abstract and conclusion more informative, they should be revised.
· For in-depth and critical analysis, the results and commentary have been revised.
· extensive language editing to improve academic quality and clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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