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	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 issue in agricultural water management, particularly under the growing challenges posed by climate variability and climate change. By synthesizing a wide range of studies using the FAO-CROPWAT model, the review provides a consolidated understanding of crop water requirement estimation and irrigation scheduling across diverse agro-climatic regions. The paper is valuable for researchers, irrigation planners, and policymakers seeking evidence-based guidance on climate-responsive irrigation practices. Its focus on sustainable water use and future food security makes it timely and significant for the scientific and agricultural community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the scope and content of the manuscript. It accurately conveys that the paper is a review focusing on crop water requirement, irrigation scheduling, climate change impacts, and the use of the CROPWAT model. No alternative title is necessary.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well structured. It clearly states the background, objective, methodology (review of CROPWAT-based studies), key findings, and conclusions. However, it could be slightly improved by briefly indicating the time span or geographical focus of the reviewed studies to enhance clarity. Apart from this minor suggestion, no major additions or deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The review is based on a broad range of peer-reviewed studies and applies consistent concepts related to evapotranspiration, crop water requirement, irrigation water requirement, and climate change impacts. The arguments are logically presented, and conclusions are well supported by the cited literature. The methodology and interpretations align with established principles in irrigation science and agro-climatology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and relevant, covering both classical and recent studies, including publications up to 2024. The inclusion of climate change impact studies strengthens the review. Minor improvement could be achieved by adding one or two very recent global or regional review papers (2023–2024) focusing on climate-smart irrigation or decision-support systems, but this is not mandatory.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are minor grammatical issues, inconsistent capitalization of author names, spacing errors, and occasional typographical mistakes. A careful language editing or proofreading would significantly improve the overall readability and presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript is well organized and logically structured.

2. Tables or a summary figure synthesizing key findings across studies could further enhance clarity and reader engagement.

3. Consistent formatting of units (mm/day, mm/season).
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