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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The article will promote knowledge on the researches of various aspect of soil and their attributes  

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

 

Yes  

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. 

 

Yes  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The Introduction section can be improved by citing recently published papers. Map of study area can be provided 

with GPS coordinates for detailed view. The Result section can be improved by writing the outcome of the study in 

a more comprehensive manner without repeating the information which is already there in the tables. The authors 

should discuss their findings with scientific acumen supported by citation of atleast few recently published literature. 

The authors are appreciated for application of statistical tools to analyze their results and bring about critical 

understanding of their work. Recent and relevant references should be added in the Introduction and Discussion 

section. The Conclusion section can be rewritten to make it more comprehensive and knowledgeable covering all 

attributes of the study done. The English writing of the manuscript can be improved further with English 

proofreading. The reference section should be enriched by adding detail list of more number of references. The 

manuscript may be accepted following the above recommendations. 
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Recent and relevant references should be added in the Introduction and Discussion section.The reference section 
should be enriched by adding detail list of more number of references. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

The English writing of the manuscript can be improved further with English proofreading. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript may be accepted following the above recommendations.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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