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	Introduction
1. The global context presented is overly lengthy and should be more concise. It is recommended to highlight the specific issues of the study area, such as topography, land use patterns, and the current status of soil erosion. These elements are essential to justify the research question and explain why this study is necessary.

2. The section should include a discussion on the use of Remote Sensing (RS) and Geographic Information Systems (GIS) in previous studies. Specify which satellite data were used, the types of analysis conducted, key findings, and how this study differs or improves upon those methods to clearly define the research gap.

3. The language contains redundancy—for example, the phrase "soil loss affects soil fertility" or "the development of USLE to RUSLE" could be made more concise and precise.

4. The final paragraph of the introduction should explicitly state the research questions, objectives, study period, and how RS and GIS technologies are applied within the study.

Study Area
1. Latitude and longitude values should be written without including "N" or "E" labels.

2. There should be additional discussion on land use patterns and soil conditions in the area.

3. For Figure 1, revise the map by incorporating geographic coordinates in a single map showing the study area. Include a combined map of India and Assam, avoiding the use of excessive arrows to connect separate maps, which reduces clarity.

Data Collection
1. The data description lacks detail. The source alone is insufficient. A table format would help clarify the following:

· Rainfall data: How many stations were used? Was the data monthly or annual? What years were included, and why were these specific months or years selected?

· Soil data: What classification/type system was used?

· Satellite imagery: What sensor or satellite was used? How many images? From which years and months? What percentage of cloud-free data was used?

· Figure 2 should be redesigned to clearly illustrate the Data – Input – Process – Output sequence, using more descriptive symbols or icons rather than just rectangular boxes.

· Clarify the LULC classification method. How was the classification validated? What accuracy assessment methods were used?

· Explain whether the rainfall data used was average, mean, or another metric. Why was this metric chosen? Do the rainfall stations cover the entire study area adequately?

Results
1. Figures 2a and 3a should be redesigned. Include a complete map layout in only one figure (e.g., north arrow, scale bar), and simplify the others. Improve legend visibility and ensure units are included where necessary.

2. Figure 4a: Check if the slope classes have equal intervals. If so, re-evaluate whether this classification method is accurate or appropriate.

3. Figure 5 does not clearly show the relationship between LULC and other factors. Enhance this figure to visualize better these relationships, which can lead to meaningful discussion. The spatial explanation is lacking.

4. Clarify how agricultural land and plantation/cash crops are differentiated in the LULC classification.

5. When evaluating soil loss about land use types, explain the impacts clearly—whether physical, economic, or social—and why certain land uses lead to higher erosion.

6. The spatial explanation of results is missing. For example, in Table 4, the soil erosion severity classes are presented numerically only. If most areas are classified as Very Slight or Slight, explain why this is the case. Why was this area selected for study? What is the significance of the region? If Very Severe erosion is observed in certain areas, what are the implications—physical, economic, or social?


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

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


	
	

	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Savittri Ratnaopad SUWANLEE, Mahasarakham University, Thailand
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


