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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 addresses long‐term spatial and temporal trends in potential evapotranspiration (PET) across the agro-climatic zones of Maharashtra over a 30-year period, which is directly relevant to climate-change impacts on water resources and agriculture. Resolving trends at the zonal scale provides information that is more actionable than state-level averages for irrigation planning, drought risk assessment, and cropping decisions. The use of PET as a diagnostic of atmospheric water demand links the work to broader questions in hydrology and climate adaptation, especially in a predominantly rain-fed agricultural state. Overall, the paper has potential to support climate-smart agriculture and regional water-management strategies in a climate-sensitive region of India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally clear and informative, but the phrase “trends of” reads a little bit awkward. So, I suggest changing it to “trends in” which is more standard and has scientific usage.
	

	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 results-only and begins abruptly with “The results revealed…”, without stating the objective, data, methods, or broader significance. It also contains at least one internal inconsistency (e.g., “October PET increasing at a rate of –0.029 mm/day per year” with negative slope and negative Z-value, which implies a decrease, not an increase).
I suggest: 

1. Adding motivation and objective 1–2 sentences. 

2. Describe the data and methods of the study.

3. Correct and clarify key numerical results in the abstract.

4. Explicitly state implications.

Overall, I recommend rewriting the abstract into a standard structure: (1) Background, (2) Objective, (3) Methods, (4) Key Results and (5) Implications. And carefully checking the consistency of signs (positive/negative slopes) and wording.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically promising but requires corrections to inconsistencies, fuller methodological description, and clearer acknowledgment of limitations, particularly regarding the PET method choice and treatment of autocorrelation. Kindly address the methodological and internal-consistency:

1. Methodological clarity and limitations.

2. Trend analysis and autocorrelation.

3. Sign and significance inconsistencies.

4. Physical interpretation.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes foundational works (Thornthwaite 1948; Thornthwaite & Mather 1955) and several key studies on ET/PET trends in China, India, and other regions, as well as some relatively recent articles up to 2021–2022. This provides a reasonable backbone for the topic. Overall, the references are mostly relevant but need technical cleanup, replacement of weak sources, and a few additions to fully reflect the state of the field. Include references dating 2021 up to present.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable and the technical content can be followed, but the English requires moderate editing before it is suitable for publication. You can use Grammarly to correct minor grammatical inconsistencies.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the paper addresses an important topic and has a clear regional focus with practical implications for agriculture and water management.
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