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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.

Soil Moisture is an important parameter which influences productivity. This is even more crucial
when aland is used for growing several type of crops simultaneously as in the case of
agroforestry where in tree crops and agricultural crops are cultivated together having
ecological interactions.

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

Title is suitable.

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.

Abstract of the article is comprehensive. However, dividing into paragraphs i.e aim,
methods, results etc. is not necessary. It may be written as a continuous para.

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.

1. Itis not clear how many soil samples were collected for each treatment (inside the canopy for a
agroforestry system) and control (outside canopy). It is also not clear how extensive were each of
the different agroforestry system studied i.e. areas under the canopy cover of a particular tree
species. Also, it is not clear whether there were possibilities of “interactions” in soils under various
agroforestry systems based on their relative locations, and slope etc. So more detailed information
regarding the relative locations of different agroforestry systems need to be included along with
data about number of samples and the variation in soil moisture within the agroforestry system.

2. There is a sizable variation in Soil moisture outside the canopy, mentioned to be “as influenced by
the different agroforestry models” without including any information about the zone of influence i.e
up to how much distance from edge of the canopy cover. It is also likely to be impacted by land
slope. To this extent, whether comparison is scientifically correct.

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

Several references cited are more than 20 years old. It would be better to include more recent
publications.
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Minor REVISION comments

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

Language is ok.

1. Some of the abbreviations used eg. S.Em+, CD may better be in full form when they are used first
time in the article, along with their connotation if different from the relevant commonly understood

definitions, for clarity

Optional/General comments

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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