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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.


	1. Understanding the physical properties of soil at various depths is essential for assessing soil health, fertility, and crop suitability and productivity. 
2. The findings might be helped farmers and agricultural planners in making informed decisions about crop selection and soil management. 
3. It can provide insights into water retention, drainage, and nutrient availability are crucial for sustainable land use. 
4. Generally, the research contributes to understanding the effects of land use changes and environmental factors on soil quality, impacting agriculture and policy in the Dausa district and beyond for similar agro ecological zone. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title requires minor modification. It should clarify what physical characteristics are being studied, and the compound word "depth-wise" needs to be hyphenated

-Depth-wise Distribution of Soil Physical Properties in Dausa Tehsil, Rajasthan

- Depth-wise Distribution of Soil Physical Properties of Dausa tehsil of Dausa district of Rajasthan 
	

	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 lacks depth and requires some revisions.
· Should briefly mention the significance of the findings.
It also contains some minor grammatical errors, such as:
----was undertaking should be corrected in to was undertaking……
----- all units are presented consistently example Mg m-3 and Mg m-3 
---Ensure consistency in formatting. For example, use either "0-15 cm" or "0 to 15 cm" throughout the manuscript. 
	

	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.
	· The manuscript's scientific correctness and importance lie in its potential to provide critical insights for agricultural sustainability, environmental management, and scientific research in the areas. 
· Demonstrates scientific robustness through its systematic approach to data collection and analysis.
· The manuscript also situates its findings within the context of existing literature, enhancing its credibility and relevance to ongoing research in soil science and agricultural management.
	

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

-
	· The references are somewhat outdated and need to be revised to include more recent relevant findings.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	· Aside from its lack of depth, the language used by the authors is clear and easy to understand.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· In materials and methods section the author said ‘’will be collected. …..’’ has to be corrected in to ‘’were collected’’
· Was collected has to corrected as were collected grammatical errors.
·  Author said ‘’A separate sampling calendar has been made for each parameter to be studied’’ need revision.
· The samples were analysed physico-chemical BUT NOT analysed chemical parameters…
· Page et al. is not appropriate citation 
· At Statistical analysis part stated as ‘’soil and water analysis were analyzed’’ but water parameters were not analyzed. 
· In the methods section, Table 2 describes the soil texture method as "international," and referenced as a pipette method from 1950. However, while physical and chemical properties are mentioned, the chemical properties of the samples were not analyzed.  Etc. ……….. 
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	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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