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	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 research addresses a vital issue in sustainable agriculture—soil health—and focuses on farmers’ knowledge, which is crucial for effective implementation of soil testing practices. The three different irrigation systems (assured, protected, rainfed) provide a valuable comparative framework. The methodology is robust and with good sample size.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	Abstract is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes but some of the areas needs to be checked which are marked in yellow in reviewed manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Integration of relevant studies (e.g., Khan, Mishra, Kaur, Madhuri et al.) enhances the academic rigor and situates findings within the existing body of literature.
	

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


	Ambiguity in terms should be removed.  For instance:

“In rainfed areas, 43.30% of farmers exhibited medium knowledge, followed by 30.00% with low knowledge and 28.70% with poor knowledge”
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a valuable empirical study with solid methodological grounding and policy relevance. 
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