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	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.


	1. Soil healthy especially physical characteristics played a major role in soil fertility for crops growing.
2. Irrigated farming can only be sustained when the soil holds enough water for plants

3. Research helps other researchers in soil physical comparison. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable but with modification as stated thus: ASSESSMENT OF SOIL PHYSICAL PROPERTIES OF BAROG DHILLON WATERSHED IN SOLAN DISTRICT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH
 UNDER DIFFERENT LAND USES.
	

	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.


	Yes, fairly okay but with some corrections and suggestions. See the body of the paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and presented in a good format.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but some were old, whereas there are recent references because the area of study is very common and still ongoing.
	

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


	Good language and presentation for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research refused to tell the world the implication of the founding, the recommendation(s) to the immediate communities, and comparing with the published studies to evaluate whether the results are correct or not misleading. 
And again a map should have been provided to indicate the portions of soil sample collection.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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