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PART1:ReviewComments 

 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correctthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpartin 

themanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthors should write 

his/her feedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 
 

1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity? 

(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 

 

2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
3. Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 

4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 
 
5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestionofadditionalreferences,pleasementioninthe review 
form. 

 
(Apartfromabovementioned6points,reviewersarefreetoprovide additional 
suggestions/comments) 

(1) Yes, the manuscript is of significant importance to the scientific community, especially 
those focusing on agroforestry, soil science, and sustainable agriculture. It provides 
valuable insights into the benefits of integrating Melia dubia in 
agroforestrysystemsforsoilhealthandsustainabilityinsemi-aridregions.Previous studies, such 
as those by Shin et al. (2020) on ecosystem services in agroforestry and by Siqueira et al. 
(2020) on soil recovery through agroforestry systems, have laid the groundwork for 
understanding the multifaceted benefits of agroforestry. This study builds on that 
foundation by providing empirical data specific to Melia dubia's impact on soil properties, 
an area less explored in semi-arid contexts. Highlighting the potential of Melia dubia in 
enhancing soil health is valuable. However, emphasizing its broader implications for 
climate resilience and agricultural productivity could strengthen its importance further. 

(2) The title is suitable as it accurately reflects the study's focus on Melia dubia-based 
agroforestry and its benefits for soil health and sustainability. While the current title 
effectively communicates the study's focus, it could be enhanced for clarity and impact. 
Consider specifying the key benefit or outcome observed, such as "Enhancing Soil Health 
andCarbonSequestrationthroughMeliadubiaAgroforestryinSemi-aridHaryana,India," to 
immediately convey the study's value proposition. 

(3) The abstract provides a concise overview of the study's objectives, methodology, key 
findings, and implications. It highlights the positive impact of Melia dubia-based 
agroforestry on soil properties, making it comprehensive. To enhance its 
comprehensiveness,itcouldbenefitfrombrieflymentioningthestudy'slimitationsand 
potential areas for future research, providing a more rounded overview of the work. 

(4) The structure is logical and facilitates understanding. However, integrating a separate 
sectionontheimplicationsofthefindingsforlocalfarmersandpolicy-makingcouldbridge the gap 
between research and application, emphasizing the practical significance of the study. 

(5) The manuscript appears scientifically sound, but ensuring the robustness of 
statistical analyses and the validity of conclusions could be further highlighted. 
Discussing any 
assumptionsmadeduringtheresearchandhowtheymightaffecttheoutcomeswould 
enhance the manuscript's scientific rigor. 

(6) Thereferencesincludeamixofrecentandfoundationalstudies,coveringawiderangeof 
relevanttopics.However,incorporatingmorerecentstudies,especiallythosepublishedin the 
last 2-3 years, could provide a more up-to-date context. Additionally, discussing how this 
study fills gaps in the existing literature would highlight its contribution more effectively 
(although novelty is not required in this specific case) 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 

 
1.Islanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitableforscholarly 

communications? 

 
 
Thelanguageissuitable. 
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Optional/Generalcomments 

Themanuscriptisgoodoverall,butsomeelementsbelowcanbefurtherenhancedina future version: 

Themanuscriptwouldbenefitfromamoredetailedexplanationofthestatisticalmethods used to analyze 
the data. Including information on statistical software, the rationale for choosing specific tests, and 
how data normality was assessed would enhance the reliability of the results. 

 
While the study presents valuable data on soil improvements under Melia dubia, a 
comparativeanalysiswithotheragroforestrysystemsortreespeciescouldofferabroader perspective on its 
relative effectiveness. Such comparisons could be discussed in the context of existing literature. 

Long-termImpact:Themanuscriptdiscussestheshort-termeffectsofMeliadubia-based 
agroforestryonsoilhealth.Itwouldbebeneficialtodiscussorhypothesizethelong-term sustainability of 
these benefits, considering soil fertility, biodiversity, and potential challenges such as pest 
management. 

 

 
 
 
PART  2: 
 

 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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