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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.


	This manuscript is important because it studies agricultural drought using satellite data in a region that is highly vulnerable to climate change. The use of NDVI, NDWI, and NDDI together provides a clear method for monitoring drought severity over time. The comparison between 2019 and 2025 helps show how drought conditions are changing and how they affect land use. The study can help researchers and decision-makers better understand drought impacts in arid regions and support better planning for water and agricultural management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the topic of the study. It shows that the research focuses on monitoring agricultural drought using satellite data in a specific region. However, it could be slightly improved by mentioning the indices used, since NDVI, NDWI, and NDDI are central to the study. For example, the title could include “Using NDVI, NDWI, and NDDI” to make the methodology clearer.
	

	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 gives a clear summary of the study area, methods, and main results. It explains the increase in drought severity and the changes in land cover between 2019 and 2025. However, it would be helpful to briefly mention the software used (QGIS) and clarify that only two time points were analyzed. The abstract could also explain more clearly how the statistical correlation supports the reliability of the indices.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and uses well-known indices (NDVI, NDWI, and NDDI) that are widely accepted in drought studies. The formulas are correct, and the use of Sentinel-2 data with 10 m resolution is appropriate for land cover analysis. However, there are a few technical inconsistencies that should be corrected, such as band numbering in the NDWI section and the mention of two different governorates in the introduction. Clarifying these points will improve scientific accuracy and avoid confusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in this study are good and relevant to drought and remote sensing research. The paper includes important older studies as well as recent research from the last few years. This shows that the authors have reviewed both basic and updated information on the topic. Overall, the references are appropriate and support the study well.
	

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


	The language is clear and easy to understand. The structure of the paper is organized and logical. There are some grammatical errors and small spelling mistakes that should be corrected. A careful language review will improve the overall quality of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides useful information about drought severity and land degradation in southern Iraq. The maps and tables help explain the spatial changes clearly. To improve the paper, the authors should correct technical inconsistencies, improve language quality, and clarify the statistical explanation. Adding a short limitations section explaining that only two years were analyzed would also strengthen the discussion.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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