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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.


	The title of the work is good and very suitable for abundance food crop production if harnessed very well
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Macronutrients status of selected soil in the Nira command area of Baramati tehsil India
	

	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.


	I have made my comment using review on the paper. He should state the experimental design and how he analyzed the result
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I will say to an extent 60%
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	He should critically look at the references. Some references that were cited were not referenced and vice versa.  Eg Urade etal 2019. is not cited but referenced. Same with Jagir etal 209 etc.  The author should critically look at all cited reference
	

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


	To an extent
	

	Optional/General comments


	On introduction, The introduction is does not match the topic. Introductions show, background to the study, problem, significance of the study, justification of the study and finally the objective of the study. They were all lacking in the work. The literature is very few. 

On materials and methods

The experimental design is missing. The tool for analysis generated data is missing. They should indicated the authors used in the respective laboratory analyses instead of putting them at the end of the paragraph

Most Tables were repeated using figures. Some Tables and figures were not cited in the work.

The authors presented result without discussion. They should discuss the work
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