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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important practical issue in a drought-prone semi-arid region of India, where agriculture faces severe water constraints. 

It projections of future crop water requirements (CWR) under changing climate conditions are valuable for local irrigation planning, water resource allocation, and promoting climate-resilient practices among farmers and policymakers

The application of established tools like CROPWAT 8.0 combined with climate projections contributes to regional adaptation strategies in water-scarce environments, supporting sustainable agriculture amid rising temperatures and variable rainfall.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content
	

	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
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically sound in approach but require some improvements. Abstract and some sections mention RCP 2.6, 4.5, 6.0, 8.5, but methods state "RCP 4.5 and RCP 8.5 were selected" initially, then tables include all four. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are too scanty, needs more references
	

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


	It requires polishing for scholarly quality. Issues include: grammatical errors (e.g., "droughtprone" → "drought-prone"; "ph" → "ph" for km/h; inconsistent capitalization; awkward phrasing like "give in the Table 5"); typos (e.g., "Ananthapuram" vs "Anantapuramu"; "2.0" vs "2.6"); repetitive sentences in conclusion; incomplete figure mentions (many figs referenced but not all described fully).

Minor revisions needed for clarity, consistency, and professional tone (e.g., proofread for subject-verb agreement, units standardization).
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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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