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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.


	The manuscript contributes significantly to the scientific community by providing a long-term and data-intensive analysis of the dynamics of drought-prone and heavily exploited hard-rock aquifer systems. Integrating 29 years of observational data with robust statistical tools such as the Mann–Kendall test, Sen’s slope estimator, and GIS-based spatial interpolation, the study generates high-resolution insights into seasonal and spatial variability that are often lacking in regional assessments. Its identification of critical depletion zones, recovery patterns, and aquifer stress gradients offers important evidence for the design of targeted interventions, informed groundwater governance, and improved aquifer resilience under increasing climatic and anthropogenic pressures. The research also fills an important information gap for semi-arid Kerala, thereby providing a methodology and reference dataset that researchers, planners, and policymakers can apply in various future hydrogeological studies and water-resource management works.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable
Recommended title : 

Spatio-temporal Analysis and Long-term Trends of Groundwater Levels in the Chittur Block, Kerala, 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.


	The abstract is well-written, clear, and generally comprehensive.
However, the abstract is slightly long and can benefit from minor refinement for clarity, focus, and readability. Some repetition can be removed, and a stronger concluding sentence can enhance impact.
1. Slightly shorten the background
2. Clarify study objectives in a compact way
3. Condense the description of methods
4. Strengthen and tighten key findings
5. Improve the final takeaway sentence
6. Avoid non-essential numerical detail
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific content is generally correct, methodologically sound, and appropriate for publication
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many methodological and groundwater-trend references are from before 2018.

To strengthen modern relevance, the authors may add more recent (2019–2024) groundwater trend analysis and GIS-based hydrogeology references.
	

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


	English language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but some polishing is recommended to reach a fully publication-ready standard.
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