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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	The above titled review article about the ‘Drought-prone Regions’ can be useful for the scientific community, especially for the researchers in the field of agriculture and may provide a reference line for further such kind of in-depth studies about the agriculture of drought-prone regions and countries. Above and beyond, it can also be a valuable academic adding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the research article ‘Water-efficient agronomic strategies for drought-prone regions: A review’ appears to be appropriate.
	

	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.
	1. advised to made the abstract more precise according to the following sequence;
· Introduction, scope, and worth of the study
· Key objective/s of the study
· Information sources and methodology
· Major findings and main conclusion
· Policy implications of the study if any
2. The keywords are required to be arranged in alphabetic order.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript gives the impression to be scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Just eighteen (18) references have been cited/mentioned. This is not a good number of citations for a sound review work. There is also a serious lack of latest references. Only one reference belongs to the year 2025, two citations belong to the year 2021, and 15 are relatively older ones. It is suggested that author/s should cite/add some more and latest references to increase the worth of this review research
work.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Although language is suitable, at some locations minor revision is required to make it more scientific and to improve the quality of review work.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The overall organization and arrangement of the manuscript is acceptable. However, incorporation of the suggested adjustments can make the work more interesting. advised to read the article carefully and improve its quality and readability in the light of above given suggestions. All in all, the researcher/s has/have done a decent work. With the incorporation of minor changes suggested above, the article may become good enough to be included in the forthcoming issue of the
International Journal of Environment and Climate Change.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	



Reviewer details:

Asad Ali Khan, The Islamia University of Bahawalpur, Pakistan

[bookmark: _GoBack]
