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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.


	The paper addressed a very important topic: water is the lifeblood of society, and the rational use of irrigation water is essential. The paper discussed water as one of the most vital requirements for economic and social development. With a growing population, the demand for water increases, prompting consideration of alternative water sources such as farm ponds, which are a technique for harvesting and recycling rainwater.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, but to be clearer and reflect the content of the manuscript, I suggest it be written as follows:
Investigating water storage losses in hidden farm ponds within farmers' fields
	

	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 generally good, but the methodology and method of data collecting and data analysing need further explanation.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, but the author did not follow the correct scientific method in writing, collecting, and analysing the data, which led to unclear results. Therefore, the author did not analyse the data to obtain reliable results, and all of this weakened the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient, and most of references mentioned are outdated
	

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


	The language of the manuscript needs correction and revision to keep pace with the scientific method.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology was written too briefly, to the point of obscuring its overall meaning. The research methodology and methods must be explained and detailed. Furthermore, the parameters must be listed in the results in the same order as they appear in the abstract.
The tables are too convoluted and difficult for the reader to understand
Objectives must state clearly
The abstract is generally good, but the methodology and method of data collecting and data analysing need further explanation
It is essential to follow a scientific method when discussing the results.
The tables are too convoluted and difficult for the reader to understand
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