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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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into
the financial viability of tank restoration initiatives, specifically under Mission Kakatiya, and
their impact on enhancing farm income. By evaluating the economic and agricultural benefits of
such interventions, it contributes to the growing body of research on sustainable water
resource management, rural livelihoods, and the effectiveness of government programs in
addressing agrarian challenges.
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do YES

you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

YES but needed certain improvements in the methodology and interpretation part.

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

Can refer the most recent ones.

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

Please write the formulas in the methodology part from the standard references and explain
their relevance in your study, also explain the how the data available for the before and after
period.
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