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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 is important because it brings new information on a region that remains understudied, despite the long history of coal extraction in Ketki. One of the strengths of the work is the clear spatial contrast identified between the northern and western mining zones, where soils ranged from strongly acidic to distinctly alkaline. The study also highlights the consistent depletion of organic carbon, nitrogen, and phosphorus in mining-affected soils, which is a relevant finding for understanding fertility loss in disturbed landscapes. Additionally, the comparison with nearby agricultural soils, which showed higher micronutrient levels provides a useful local baseline for evaluating the extent of mining impacts. These results support restoration planning, monitoring efforts, and broader discussions on soil rehabilitation in mining environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 clear, well-organized, and provides a good summary of the study and its main findings. My only small suggestion is to briefly expand the methodological reference. In the abstract, the authors mention “selected micronutrients,” but do not clarify that these were extracted using DTPA and quantified by atomic absorption spectrophotometry. They also cite only ANOVA, even though the study includes a wider biostatistical evaluation. Adding a short phrase acknowledging these procedures would make the abstract more complete without increasing its length.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is well structured and the scientific approach is appropriate for the study. The laboratory methods and statistical analyses follow established soil science protocols, and the results are clearly described and support the points discussed throughout the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I understand that classical references are appropriate for the methodological section, since many soil analysis procedures rely on well-established protocols. However, in the results and discussion, several citations are older than five years. Would it be possible to include some more recent studies (2020–2025), especially those related to soil quality in mining areas or nutrient dynamics in disturbed environments? This could help strengthen the contemporary relevance of the manuscript.
	

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


	The English is generally clear and understandable, and the manuscript communicates the scientific ideas effectively.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and the results are presented clearly. If possible, including a simple map of the sampling locations could help readers better visualize the spatial layout of the study area. It may also strengthen the discussion to briefly comment on potassium and electrical conductivity, as both parameters are reported in the results but not explored later. Additionally, a small graphical comparison of the main parameters that differed between the mining and agricultural areas (for example, pH, organic carbon, nitrogen, phosphorus) could make the key findings easier for readers to interpret. Overall, the study is solid and provides valuable baseline information for the region.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were identified.
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