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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.


	Among the importance of this manuscript of the author (authors) for scientific societies: 1. The conventional situation of climate change in the target community (Kallakudi, Tiruchirappalli) has caused soil moisture to be maintained, this manuscript has addressed such a topic.  2. Coal's textural structure allows it to absorb and retain water, which helps retain soil moisture, especially in arid regions. For this purpose, the author (authors) have addressed it. 3. Coal can help improve soil aeration and structure, which in turn can affect moisture retention, which this manuscript addresses to some extent. 4. For water permeability in soil, the author(s) have presented one of the following suggestions in the article, which is somewhat acceptable: Currently, there are two ways to mitigate the effects of drought on crop growth; adding biochar materials to soils and cultivating cover crops to improve water infiltration and surface soil quality.
	

	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 managed by management.
But, the first three sections of the abstract structure (Aims, Study design: Randomized Block Design, Place and Duration of Study), should be managed in three to four sections in total. For example: study design: randomized block design and the location and duration of the study are better to be managed in the materials and methods section. Suggestion:A good abstract structure (background, materials and methods, results, and conclusions) is more appropriate and universal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Due to the efforts of the author(s) in providing the appropriate structure and its sub-sections, also the historical presentation of the table (Methods adopted for soil physical and physicochemical characterization) and the tests performed are somewhat acceptable.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources used are somewhat up-to-date and appropriate.
	

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


	The literary quality of the language is acceptable to some extent.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Note: This table (Table: 4. FTIR result for coalchar amended and unamended soil) and the two forms of Wavenumbers should be separated from each other and presented more universally.
The abstract should be managed based on the recommendation.

Resources should be formatted and managed according to the scope of the magazine.

This manuscript is publishable by satisfying some of the recommendations made.
Best wishes to the journal and the author(s).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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