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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript addresses a relevant topic but lacks depth in critical areas. It overlooks long-
term sustainability issues, relies on outdated references, and fails to provide a comprehensive 
socio-economic analysis. The shallow approach to water use efficiency and profitability limits 
its value, requiring significant refinement to make a meaningful contribution to the field. 

 

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

 

The title is too general and doesn’t fully capture the study’s focus. A more suitable 
alternative could be: "Economic Returns and Water Use Efficiency of Vegetable Cultivation 
under Groundwater Irrigation in Karnataka” 

 

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 lacks comprehensiveness. Here are some suggestions: 
 
Clearly state the main objectives of the study. 
Briefly mention the sampling method and analytical tools used. 
Summarize key findings, especially regarding water use efficiency. 
Highlight broader implications for farmers and policymakers. 
Reduce jargon to make it more accessible. 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Strengthen links between results and discussion. 
Add Literature Review 
Summarize key findings and implications better 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The manuscript has a systematic approach, but its scientific rigor is compromised by critical 
flaws. Outdated references raise concerns about the relevance of findings, and it neglects 
external factors affecting profitability and water use efficiency. Additionally, the lack of a risk 
assessment weakens its technical soundness, undermining the study's overall robustness. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
 

The references are insufficient and outdated, limiting the manuscript's relevance. Incorporating 
recent studies on groundwater management and economic analysis in agriculture would 
strengthen its context and findings. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
The language quality requires minor revisions for clarity and grammatical accuracy to meet 
scholarly communication standards. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript provides valuable insights but would benefit from a broader exploration of 
sustainability and risk factors. Strengthening the connections between findings and their 
practical implications could enhance its overall impact. 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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