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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
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Yes, it is better to assess the soil nutrition time to time for better fertilizer management policies. 

No, the suitable title should be “Assessment of Soil Nutrient Status for Arecanut Cultivation in 
Karnataka, India” 

Give a short touch to the Arecanut in abstract followed by the scope of the study. Furthermore, 
there are some spelling mistakes like Agricultural Chemistry is not written proper. The author is 
requested to go through the paper thoroughly. 

 
Yes, but subheadings like soil reaction should be rephrased to soil physico-chemical characteristics 
or any suitable word. 
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No, references in the discussion is very low. The findings should be compared with multiple similar 
research, if not then the it should be aligned with the plants of the same family. 
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The alphabet A in “Arecanut” should be capitalized at certain points. 
In the introduction section, author has written very less regarding soil nutrition w.r.t Arecanut.  
A couple of recommendation should be added in the end of the article and which should be 
depicted in abstract as well. 
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