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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.


	I appreciate the focus on soil health, as it highlights the consequences of overusing fertilizers and offers practical recommendations for nutrient management. However, I would suggest further detailing the statistical analysis of the results, providing clarity on the methodologies used, and discussing more about the broader implications for similar agro-climatic regions. Overall, the paper offers a promising contribution but would benefit from additional critical analysis and broader context to appeal more to an international audience.
SEE ATTACHMENT
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Soil Fertility Assessment and Its Impact on Paddy Yield: A Case Study from Maharashtra, India.
	

	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.


	The abstract provides a clear structure, but it lacks depth in certain areas, and there is room for improvement to enhance its comprehensiveness and precision.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	  Introduction
  Materials and Methods
· Study Area

· Soil Sample Collection

· Laboratory Analysis

· Experimental Design

· Statistical Analysis

  Results
· Soil Parameter Findings (pH, EC, Organic Carbon, N, P, K)

· Crop Yield Data (2021 vs. 2022)

· Correlation Analysis

· Comparative Analysis with Other Studies

  Discussion
· Interpretation of Results

· Implications for Soil Management

· Broader Context and Application

  Conclusions
  References
	

	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.
	I think this manuscript some what scientifically correct but there is a scope of improvement The methods used are not well-documented and methods given should be check proper and need to be revised.
	

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

-
	No, add the proper reference as commented in the manuscript and use the proper format of reference, for that you can visit journals website
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes 

	

	Optional/General comments


	  Clarity and Flow: While the manuscript is scientifically sound, improving the flow between sections can enhance readability. A more explicit connection between soil parameters and crop yield results would make the discussion clearer.
  Methodological Details: Providing more specifics on the statistical analysis and experimental design could strengthen the manuscript. Readers may benefit from a detailed explanation of how correlations were determined.

  Broader Implications: Expanding on how these findings could be applied to other regions or crops may increase the manuscript's relevance beyond the study area.

  Language: There are some minor grammatical issues that can be addressed to improve the overall quality of the writing. Proofreading for sentence structure and consistency would be beneficial.

  Visual Aids: Including more graphs or charts to visually represent the correlation between soil parameters and yield data could help readers better understand the findings.
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	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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