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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.


	This manuscript contributes to hydrological science by demonstrating the integration of SCS-CN hydrological modelling with GIS and remote sensing techniques for runoff estimation. The study provides 33 years of long-term rainfall–runoff analysis, validated against observed discharge data, which strengthens its robustness. Such work is valuable for watershed management, water conservation planning, flood risk reduction, and agricultural water use optimization in regions with high rainfall variability. The methodological framework can be applied to other ungauged basins globally, making this research relevant for both local and international communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and informative. It directly reflects the scope, methods, and study area.
	

	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.


	he abstract is comprehensive and well-structured, summarizing objectives, methodology, key findings, and significance. However, a slight refinement could improve readability by explicitly stating the integrating SCS-CN with GIS/RS for long-term runoff analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate and well-detailed, the results are consistent with hydrological theory, and the validation against observed data enhances credibility. The rainfall-runoff relationship (R² = 0.91) and correlation between estimated and observed discharge (r = 0.79) demonstrate methodological robustness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant, including both classical (USDA, 1972; USDA, 1986) and recent studies (2020–2024). A few more very recent works (2023–2025) on SCS-CN modelling applications could be included to strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	The language is clear and scholarly, with only minor grammatical errors (e.g., extra words in some sentences, inconsistent tense). A final proofreading would enhance fluency and polish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are clear and well-presented.

The discussion section could be slightly expanded to compare findings with similar studies in other tropical or monsoon basins.

The conclusion is strong but may include explicit recommendations for policymakers or watershed managers.
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