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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 paper offers a valuable long-term assessment of groundwater variability in a highly stressed hard-rock aquifer, providing scientifically correct spatial and temporal depletion trends. Its integration of GIS-based mapping with statistical trend analysis delivers insights essential for improving groundwater management and guiding targeted recharge interventions. Overall, this manuscript is acceptable, with a few comments needing to be addressed.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is simple to understand, and this is perfectly fine
	

	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 clearly explains the objective, methodology, key findings, and recommendations. But need to be improved by briefly stating the number of wells used and highlighting the magnitude of decline to quantify the results better. You may also shorten some descriptive sentences to make the abstract more concise and focused on the most critical outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, with appropriate approaches and methods such as the Mann–Kendall test, Sen’s slope analysis, and GIS-based spatial interpolation applied correctly. The long-term dataset strengthens the reliability of the conclusions, and the interpretations are consistent with established hydrogeological principles. Overall, the study is methodologically appropriate and scientifically valid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include both foundational and region-specific studies.
	

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


	English needs to be improved. I see some grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion is too descriptive, needs to be concise, and limited.
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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 are apparent in this manuscript. It uses publicly available groundwater data, applies standard scientific methods, and does not involve human or animal subjects. All sources appear properly cited, and no ethical conflicts or concerns are evident.
	


Reviewer details:

Amit Daiman, IDCG-New Delhi (Industry), India

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

