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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.


	This manuscript addresses the assessment of soil fertility status in the rice-growing areas of Banda district in the Bundelkhand region, which is an agriculturally and environmentally sensitive zone of central India. The study provides valuable baseline data on key fertility indicators such as soil organic carbon, nitrogen, phosphorus, and potassium, using a large dataset of geospatial soil samples. These findings are important because they highlight the nutrient limitations that directly affect rice productivity and food security in semi-arid regions. The manuscript contributes to the scientific community by offering region-specific insights that can guide integrated nutrient management strategies, sustainable agricultural practices, and policy interventions for resource-poor areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Assessment of Soil fertility status in Rice growing area of Banda district of Bundelkhand region”, is informative but not fully polished for an international scientific audience. It lacks conciseness, has inconsistent capitalization, and does not clearly indicate the geographical context (India).

I propose a suitable alternative title :
“Assessment of Soil Fertility Status in Rice-Growing Areas of Banda District, Bundelkhand Region, 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.


	The abstract is generally comprehensive and covers the main findings. However, it could be made more concise by avoiding repetition of the study location details. I would also suggest adding one or two sentences to better highlight the practical implications of the results for farmers and policy makers. This would make the abstract clearer and more impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct, with appropriate methods and relevant data. The conclusions are supported by the results, though a stronger discussion would make the work more convincing. Overall, it is scientifically valid.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent sources. However, there are a few duplications and inconsistencies in formatting that should be corrected. Adding more recent studies (from 2021–2024) on soil fertility and nutrient management in semi-arid rice systems would strengthen the article.
Example: Hanway, J.J. and Heidel, H. 1952 is listed twice (once with “Bulletin. 57: 1-131” and again as “Bulletin 57: 1-131”).
	

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


	The English is generally understandable and conveys the research clearly. However, there are several grammatical errors, redundancies, and awkward phrasings that should be revised. With careful editing and polishing, the manuscript will meet the standards for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a relevant and well-structured study that provides useful baseline data on soil fertility in the Bundelkhand region. The work would benefit from some language polishing, removal of repeated information, and the addition of figures or maps to better illustrate the results. Strengthening the discussion with more recent references and regional comparisons would also improve the manuscript.
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