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	Type of the Article
	The manuscript appears to be an Original Research Article as it presents primary data collected from soil samples, analyzes the effects of different agricultural land management practices, and interprets findings based on statistical analysis.


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study is valuable because it helps us understand how different farming methods affect soil health in Myanmar. Examining factors like soil nutrients, organic matter, and density, it provides useful insights into which cropping systems are best for maintaining fertile land. The findings can guide farmers, researchers, and policymakers in making better decisions for sustainable agriculture. It also highlights simple and cost-effective ways to assess soil quality, making it easier to manage farmland for long-term productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but quite long. A simpler and more direct version could be:

"Impact of Agricultural Land Management Practices on Soil Quality in Tatkon Township, Myanmar"

	

	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 summary of the study but could be refined for better readability and impact. The objective should be stated more clearly at the beginning, explaining why evaluating soil properties under different land management practices is important. This will help readers quickly understand the study's purpose.

The methodology section can be more concise. Instead of detailing every soil property separately, the abstract should focus on key parameters measured and the statistical approach used. A brief mention of the soil sampling method and analysis tools would be sufficient.

The results section currently lists each soil property individually, making it lengthy. Instead, the findings should highlight overall trends, such as how rice mono-cropping led to higher soil compaction and lower fertility, while sunflower-based two-cropping showed better soil quality indicators.

The conclusion should emphasize the study’s practical relevance. Instead of just stating which system performed best, it should suggest how these findings can help farmers, policymakers, or researchers in improving soil management. Mentioning that available calcium could serve as a cost-effective soil indicator makes the study more applicable.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate. The research is well-structured, with clearly defined soil sampling methods, laboratory tests, and statistical analysis. The use of Soil Quality Indicators (SQI) to evaluate the effects of different farming practices is appropriate, and the statistical methods, including ANOVA and Pearson correlation, are correctly applied.

The results are consistent with established knowledge in soil science, and the discussion is backed by relevant studies. However, the comparison between different land management practices could be made clearer, and some external factors affecting soil properties should be considered. Overall, the study is well-conducted, and the conclusions are valid based on the data presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication but needs minor improvements in grammar, sentence structure, and clarity to enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is meaningful and provides practical insights into soil health and sustainable farming. The study is well-executed, but refining the language and structure will make it even stronger. Clarifying some comparisons and ensuring all figures and tables are well-presented will improve readability. It’s a solid piece of work, and with minor revisions, it will be even more impactful for researchers and farmers alike.
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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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