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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript provides important insights into how subsurface water retention affects soil temperature in light-textured soils. It helps improve irrigation efficiency, supports sustainable agriculture, and enhances climate-resilient farming. The study fills a key research gap by linking soil temperature variation with water-saving techniques.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and informative, clearly reflecting the study's focus. For better clarity and brevity, slight revisions like "Soil Temperature Dynamics under Subsurface Water Retention in Light-Textured Soils" are recommended.
	

	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 is generally clear and informative but can be improved by clarifying objectives, refining language, summarizing trends more effectively, and adding a brief conclusion on the study’s significance. A final sentence highlighting the practical value of the findings would make it more comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically correct based on the abstract. However, accuracy in the full text depends on methodological clarity, proper data analysis, and sound interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provide a solid foundation but rely mostly on older and some non-peer-reviewed sources. To strengthen the manuscript, more recent (last 5–10 years), peer-reviewed studies on subsurface water retention and soil temperature in coarse soils should be added to improve scientific relevance and credibility.
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally understandable but could benefit from improvements in clarity, grammar, and flow to meet the standards of scholarly communication.

Some sentences are wordy or repetitive, and a few phrases are awkwardly constructed. Polishing these areas will enhance readability and professionalism. I recommend careful editing for conciseness, consistent scientific terminology, and smoother transitions. 

For example

Original:
“The results showed that soil temperatures increased from a depth of 0.15 m and increased with depth.”
Improved:
“Soil temperatures increased progressively with depth, starting from 0.15 m.”
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