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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 a highly relevant topic in agricultural water management, particularly in the context of increasing climatic variability and water scarcity. The synthesis of studies using the FAO-CROPWAT model provides a useful compilation of regional experiences, especially from South Asia, and highlights the growing importance of climate-responsive irrigation planning. Given the increasing pressure on freshwater resources and the need for sustainable agricultural intensification, reviews of decision-support tools such as CROPWAT are valuable for researchers, planners, and policymakers. The topic is timely and relevant for regions facing climate-
induced shifts in evapotranspiration and irrigation demand.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is appropriate and reflects the content of the manuscript. However, it could be slightly refined for clarity and conciseness. Suggested alternative title:
“Assessment of Crop Water Requirements and Irrigation Scheduling under Climate Change Scenarios Using the
FAO-CROPWAT Model: A Review”
	

	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 provides a clear overview of the topic and summarizes the main conclusions appropriately. However, it would benefit from:
A clearer statement of the review methodology (e.g., number of studies reviewed, selection criteria). Slight grammatical polishing to improve readability.
Removal of minor redundancy (e.g., repetition of “crop water requirement” and “irrigation water requirement”).

Additionally, the keyword list should be revised. The current keyword line contains a grammatical issue:
“CROPWAT 8.0 and evapotranspiration” should be separated properly.

Suggested correction:
Keywords: Climate change; crop water requirement; irrigation water requirement; CROPWAT 8.0; evapotranspiration.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and consistent with established methodologies for estimating evapotranspiration and irrigation requirements using FAO-CROPWAT. The discussion of Penman–Monteith ETo estimation, effective rainfall, and irrigation efficiency is appropriate.
However, the manuscript would benefit from:

A stronger analytical synthesis instead of primarily listing study results. A clearer comparison between findings across regions.
Improved structuring of sections to avoid repetition.

Clarification of units in several sections (e.g., mm/day vs mm/season inconsistencies).
Correction of apparent typographical errors (e.g., yearly evapotranspiration values reported in mm/day). Some numerical inconsistencies should be carefully rechecked before publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	Yes.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes.
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