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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

I don’t think it is important for the scientific community, because it lacks scientifically robust
and technically sound, it needs major revision from the title to reference portions.

No, | suggest to be Identification of main environmental parameters for digital soil mapping
applications using variable selection method on the study area

No, it needs rewriting, Grammarly checking and follows IMRAD (Introduction, Methodology,

Result and Discussion) rules. It has lack of linkage among the ideas

It looks good, with some minor revisions

| don’t think so, it lacks scientific way of writing manuscript

They are sufficient but not recent

Minor REVISION comments

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

No, they are not suitable and simple to understand and to communicate, it needs spelling,
grammar, and English quality improvement for further revision

Optional/General comments

Generally, the manuscript needs major revision according the given comments on the main
body, and it needs simple way of communication. Please amend these comments given on

the main manuscript for making the paper strong and readable by the scientific community.
Use latest published articles for your manuscript and up to date references needed
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