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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.


	This study provides a valuable long-term assessment of the water surface dynamics of the Jayakwadi Reservoir using multi-temporal Landsat imagery. Understanding seasonal and inter-annual variation in water availability is vital for water management, agricultural planning, drought preparedness, and ecological monitoring. The work contributes to broader efforts in applying RS-GIS technologies for reservoir assessment and supports long-term hydrological decision-making in water-stressed regions. It is relevant to researchers, resource planners, and policy-makers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally appropriate, but I suggest a slightly improved and scientifically stronger version:

“Temporal Analysis of Surface Water Extent of Jayakwadi Dam Using NDWI and Remote Sensing-GIS Techniques”


	

	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 contains useful information but needs re-writing for clarity and technical language quality. Certain sentences include incorrect or awkward word choices (e.g., “congenital”, “baptize”, “apple”) that appear to be translation or synonym-replacement artifacts. There is also an unrelated sentence fragment referring to “patients”, which should be removed. I recommend revising the abstract to present a concise technical summary of objectives, dataset, method, key results, and conclusion while using standard hydrological terminology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology using NDWI and Landsat imagery is correct and scientifically valid. However, the manuscript should clarify the NDWI threshold used for water classification. The paper currently mentions NDWI > 0 and also NDWI > 0.5 — this needs consistency. Additionally, details of validation against observed reservoir records or data should be provided to strengthen confidence in the measurements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include recent and relevant works, particularly from 2018–2024, which is good. However, the use of Wikipedia as a reference should be removed. Prefer peer-reviewed scientific sources or official data reports. If possible, include additional references on NDWI refinement or MNDWI as supporting literature.
	

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


	The English language requires significant improvement for scientific writing standards. Many words are incorrect for context due to inappropriate synonym substitutions (e.g., “baptize” instead of “water”). A full language copy-editing pass is needed to ensure professional clarity, correct grammar, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is relevant and timely, and the data analysis approach is appropriate. The results are meaningful and well-presented, but the manuscript needs substantial language revision and some clarifications in the methods. After addressing these issues, the paper will be significantly strengthened.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

I do not find any ethical issues related to data usage or interpretation. The data sources (Landsat imagery from USGS) are publicly available and appropriate for scientific research.
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