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	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.

	This manuscript presents a valuable application of feed-forward neural networks for forecasting potential evapotranspiration in a semi-arid region, using the Thornthwaite method as a baseline. The work addresses a critical need for accurate water resource management and irrigation planning in water-scarce areas. The comparative analysis across multiple stations provides practical insights into regional variability and model performance, making it relevant for hydrologists, agricultural planners, and climate researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is clear, descriptive, and appropriately reflects the study's focus.
	

	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 comprehensive. However, it could briefly mention the time period of the data (1970–2023) and explicitly note that the study uses univariate PET data for forecasting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. Methods are well-described, results are clearly presented, and conclusions are supported by the data. Statistical tests (Ljung-Box, Dickey-Fuller) are appropriately applied.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient and include recent works. However, some key citations in the ANN/hydrological forecasting field from the last 2–3 years could be added to strengthen the literature review.
	

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

	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and typographical errors should be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Consider adding a brief discussion on the limitations of using only temperature-derived PET (Thornthwaite) as input to ANN, and how inclusion of other variables (e.g., radiation, wind) might improve forecasts. The figures (2 and 3) are referenced but not included in the text—ensure they are properly placed and captioned in the final version.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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