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	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 sustainable utilization of water resources across different uses locally and globally is becoming critically important and is a subject of concern. This manuscript has endeavoured to situate the crop water usage, using Broad Bean as a case study, in Bapatla District, in a global context (UN SGDs). It highlights the importance of adopting and adapting to scientifically verified methods of crop water usage to ensure sustained crop productivity.   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. The references cited in this manuscript are very old. This makes the discussion and conclusions to be questionable since they are partially made based on these very old references. I suggest the author(s) use the most recent references to support the soundness and correctness of this manuscript.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the references cited are not recent. Replace all the references with recent ones.
	

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


	The language is generally correct but grammar in Subsections 2.1 and 2.2 need to be improved to maintain the suitable scholarly communication. 
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