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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it explores the residual effects of treatments on soil biochemical properties, which are crucial indicators of soil health and fertility. Understanding these residual impacts helps in optimizing nutrient cycling, improving soil structure, and sustaining long-term agricultural productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is not suitable instead of prior one use Residual Effect of Farming Practices on Soil Physicobiochemical properties under Wheat cultivation


	

	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 lacks sufficient depth and does not effectively convey the significance of the study. It should integrate key background information to set the context and highlight the necessity of this research for future advancements. Currently, it fails to clearly state the problem, its importance, and how the findings contribute to the field. Consider restructuring it to include a brief rationale, the main objectives, and the potential implications for future research or applications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically aligned in terms of its general concept; however, it lacks sufficient depth in methodology explanation, result interpretation, and connection with the broader scientific context. Additional data validation, improved clarity in presenting findings, and stronger linkage between the research outcomes and their scientific significance are needed to ensure its robustness.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The Results and Discussion section is inadequate, with limited analysis, insufficient comparison to existing literature, and a lack of meaningful interpretation of the findings. Moreover, the manuscript doesn’t  reference table numbers appropriately within the text, reducing the clarity and traceability of the presented data.
	

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


	The introduction is weakly structured, lacks coherence, and does not align with the title or clearly articulate the research objectives. The manuscript suffers from poor grammar and language quality throughout, which significantly affects readability and scientific rigor.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript, in its current form, requires substantial revision before it can be considered for publication. The title does not accurately reflect the scope or duration of the study, which is limited to the Kharif 2024 season, yet it is misleadingly referred to as a long-term experiment.

The introduction is weakly structured, lacks coherence, and does not align with the title or clearly articulate the research objectives. The manuscript suffers from poor grammar and language quality throughout, which significantly affects readability and scientific rigor.

The Results and Discussion section is inadequate, with limited analysis, insufficient comparison to existing literature, and a lack of meaningful interpretation of the findings. Moreover, the manuscript doesn’t  reference table numbers appropriately within the text, reducing the clarity and traceability of the presented data.

I strongly recommend a major revision, including:

•
Revision of the title to accurately reflect the study.

•
Comprehensive restructuring of the introduction.

•
Proper integration and citation of tables within the text.

•
Deep revision of the Results and Discussion section with improved scientific analysis.

•
Thorough language editing for grammar, syntax, and clarity.
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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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