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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 makes a valuable interdisciplinary contribution by bridging environmental studies, anthropology, sociology, and cultural studies through the lens of water. By combining ecological realities with cultural beliefs, myths, and socio-economic outcomes, it highlights how water functions simultaneously as a material resource and a symbolic force shaping human behaviour. The India-focused case studies—ranging from floods and water scarcity to sacred geographies—offer empirically grounded insights that are relevant to global debates on water governance, climate vulnerability, and cultural sustainability. The manuscript is particularly important for scholars interested in human–environment interactions, environmental justice, and culturally informed policy frameworks.
	

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

	Current title: The Ripples of Water on Culture and Nature
The title is evocative but somewhat broad and metaphorical. While it captures the thematic essence, it does not fully convey the manuscript’s strong empirical and socio-cultural focus on India.
Suggested alternative titles (optional):
· Water, Culture, and Society in India: Socio-Ecological Perspectives on Scarcity, Belief, and Adaptation
· Water as Nature and Culture: Socio-Economic, Religious, and Environmental Dimensions in India

	

	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 clearly outlines the scope, themes, and major case studies of the paper. It effectively communicates the interdisciplinary nature of the research and the central argument that water is both a physical necessity and a symbolic force.
Suggestions for improvement:
· Consider briefly mentioning the methodological approach (qualitative, secondary data, case study-based) to enhance clarity.
· The abstract could more explicitly state the key conclusion or implication, particularly regarding sustainable water governance or policy relevance.
· No major deletions are required; the content is balanced and coherent.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically and academically sound within its qualitative and interpretive framework. Arguments are logically structured and supported by relevant literature and documented case studies. The use of interdisciplinary sources strengthens the analysis, and the discussion appropriately acknowledges limitations, particularly the reliance on secondary data. While the paper is not empirical in a strict quantitative sense, it meets accepted scholarly standards for qualitative, conceptual, and case-based research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes a good mix of classical texts and recent sources (including 2023–2025 publications). This indicates strong engagement with current scholarship.
Suggestions:
· The inclusion of more peer-reviewed environmental science or water governance journals (beyond policy reports and media sources) could further strengthen the academic rigor.
· Overall, references are sufficient and appropriately cited.

	

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

	
The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is expressive and engaging, particularly in sections discussing myth and belief.
Minor issues:
· Some sentences are overly long and could be tightened for clarity.
· Occasional grammatical inconsistencies and formatting issues (spacing, repetition) should be corrected during revision.
These are minor editorial issues and do not detract significantly from the manuscript’s quality.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
· The manuscript is thematically rich and well-integrated, but it could benefit from clearer subsection transitions to guide readers through the diverse case studies.
· The discussion section could more explicitly link findings to broader theoretical frameworks in environmental anthropology or human geography

Recommendation: Minor Revision 
The manuscript is well-written, original, and interdisciplinary, requiring only minor revisions related to clarity, title specificity, and slight strengthening of methodological and theoretical articulation.




	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript relies on secondary sources and publicly available data, and there is no evidence of ethical misconduct.
	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are apparent or indicated.
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