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	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 approach eliminates the need for extensive ground-based measurements, making it cost-effective and scalable for large areas. The integration of the QWaterModel plugin in QGIS enhances this process by simplifying the estimation of ET from thermal data, offering a practical tool for researchers and farmers. Ultimately, this approach contributes to sustainable agricultural practices, especially in regions facing water scarcity challenges.
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	Abstract should be thoroughly written in good manner and it is comprehensive but it is quite necessary to write last few sentences in concise form
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct and following minor corrections are necessary to adopt
· Either write maize or kharif maize wherever it is written

· Mention total area of the study area

· Thoroughly revised the Introduction part and concise it as possible as

· Write Landsat 8 everywhere in place of Landsat-8
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