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	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 study offers a clear and much-needed understanding of how the quality of water in the Karanja Reservoir changes across seasons and what that means for farmers who rely on it. By examining a wide range of chemical indicators and irrigation suitability indices, the research creates a reliable picture of the reservoir’s current condition and potential risks. These findings provide an important reference point for scientists, water managers, and policymakers working to improve irrigation practices and protect soil health in the region. Ultimately, the work helps support more sustainable agricultural planning in an area where water quality and availability are becoming increasingly critical.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good but I suggest the following: Multivariate Evaluation of Irrigation Water Quality in the Karanja Reservoir, Karnataka
	

	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 followings are suggested for improvement:

1. Reduce the list of indices,

2. Mention specific indices that exceeded permissible limits,

3. Briefly state the IWQI category and USSL classification,

4. Clarify the conclusion,
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodologically the manuscript uses the correct indices and a suitable sampling timeframe; it has the potential to be scientifically valid and useful.

However, the present draft contains key reporting and interpretational errors (unit/SD inconsistencies, missing multivariate methods despite the title, QA/QC absence, contradictions in index interpretation). These issues must be corrected before the manuscript can be judged scientifically correct and publishable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, they are.
	

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


	The manuscript’s current English is acceptable but a professional editing is recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues.
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