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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 addresses an important topic for irrigated agriculture in arid and semi-arid regions, especially in the Sahel, where water availability is one of the main constraints for crop production. The study provides useful local information on rice water requirements and irrigation scheduling under the climatic conditions of Diffa, Niger, using the FAO CROPWAT 8.0 model. The work may be valuable for researchers, irrigation planners, and local decision-makers interested in improving water management efficiency in hydro-agricultural schemes. In that sense, the manuscript has practical relevance and can contribute to discussions on irrigation sustainability in
water-limited environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is relevant and reflects the general content of the manuscript.
	

	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 includes the main components of the study, such as the objective, the general methodology, and the principal findings. However, it is slightly overloaded with details and would benefit from better synthesis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is based on a relevant methodological approach, and the use of the FAO CROPWAT 8.0 model is appropriate for estimating crop water requirements and irrigation scheduling. The general structure of the study is acceptable, and the topic is technically important. However, in its current form, the manuscript still requires scientific clarification and methodological strengthening before it can be considered fully sound.
Several aspects should be improved:

The methodology needs more detail and better organization, especially regarding soil analysis, crop parameter selection, and model parameterization.

Some statements in the discussion are too descriptive and should be supported more explicitly by the results obtained.
The manuscript should better distinguish between observed field data, assumed parameters, and values generated by the software.

The discussion of percolation losses, effective rainfall, and irrigation requirement should be more critically interpreted.

There are inconsistencies in the presentation of some values and in the way certain technical concepts are explained.
Therefore, I consider that the manuscript has scientific merit, but it still needs major revision to improve methodological transparency, interpretation of results, and overall consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes some relevant sources, especially the FAO guidelines and a few recent articles. However, the references are not fully satisfactory yet. Some citations appear weakly connected to the topic, and a few references seem inappropriate or not sufficiently relevant to irrigated rice water management in Sahelian conditions. In addition, the formatting of the references should be carefully revised to match the journal style.
	


Review Form 3
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Not fully. The manuscript is understandable, but the English requires substantial revision before publication. There are frequent grammatical errors, awkward expressions, article/preposition problems, punctuation issues, and several sentences that reflect direct literal translation. In some sections, the wording is repetitive or imprecise, and the academic tone is not always consistent.
The paper would benefit from careful language editing by a proficient English editor or by someone experienced in scientific writing. Language improvement is necessary not only for style, but also for clarity and precision of the scientific content.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	






Reviewer details:

Bayron Alexander Ruiz Blandon, Campo Experimental Santiago Ixcuintla Instituto Nacional de Investigaciones Forestales, Agricolas y Pecuarias, Mexico



