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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 provides an in-depth economic feasibility assessment of farm pond construction in Jaipur district, Rajasthan, offering valuable empirical insights for policymakers, agricultural economists, and sustainability researchers. The study contributes to the literature by presenting real-world financial indicators such as NPW, BCR, IRR, and payback periods, which are crucial for evaluating water conservation structures in semi-arid regions. The findings are highly relevant for improving agricultural resilience and guiding government subsidy decisions. Overall, the manuscript strengthens evidence-based decision-making in agricultural water management.

	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. No changes required.

	

	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 comprehensive and clearly summarises the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings, and policy recommendations. However, the authors may add 1–2 sentences about the significance of the economic indicators (NPW, BCR, IRR) to enhance clarity.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with a robust methodology, appropriate statistical tools, and well-explained analytical framework. The cost–benefit analysis and economic appraisal are clearly presented and aligned with standard economic evaluation practices.

	

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

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

	

The English language is clear, academically appropriate, and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor proofreading may further improve readability.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Figures and tables are well-structured and informative.
- The conclusion effectively summarises key outcomes but may include specific policy implications for scalability.
- Consider adding a limitations section to strengthen transparency.
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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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