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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.


	Considering the limited resources and the rapid increase in population on the one hand, increasing productivity and reducing soil erosion and production costs on the other hand, the principled and optimal use of water and soil resources is one of the fundamental challenges of Scientific groups. This type of study, considering climate change, can provide a guide for researchers in developing applied knowledge in the principled and rational land use of the aforementioned resources.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Assessment of soil suitability for horticultural crops in the Bada small catchment (4D4F2j05) of Haveri district, Karnataka. 

The shorter the title of the article, the better and more descriptive it will be.
	

	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 not complete and clear. The type of data used, the importance of the study, the criteria for land suitability, the method used are not stated. The results are also briefly stated.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientific and has gone through the scientific process. The study method is not explained in the materials and methods section. However, there is a contradiction in it and it needs to be revised. For example, in Table 1, the soil of the barren land use is declared as clay soil with relatively good drainage? While in the conclusion section, the main limitation of this career is declared to be gravel. Finally, the type of soil is clay or gravel? On the other hand, clay soils are heavy soils and have very poor drainage, how come they have evaluated the drainage of the soil of all land uses as relatively good. In addition, the type of soil changes meter by meter, and the land cannot be considered as clay soil with the same drainage in all land uses.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources used are few, it is good to use and cite at least 30 sources. (In terms of statistics)
	

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


	No, it is not proper. You should seek the help of a language expert. Just look at the first sentence of the abstract.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is good, but it needs to be revised considering the issues I have mentioned. The method used should be explained in clear words. The conclusion section is insufficient, it should be increased and the reasons and factors for the suitability of the uses should be explained considering the spatial characteristics of the study area. . 
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