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	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.


	The manuscript is very interesting and important for the scientific community, because it investigates the soil characterization, classification and land use planning for Netrang Taluka in Bharuch District. Gujarat, India, which is one of the most important agricultural countries in the world. Soil-site suitability assessments indicated high to moderate suitability for existing crops like soybean and pigeonpea, while alternative crops such as finger millet, chickpea, and black gram showed better adaptability. Sugarcane, cotton, and banana were moderately to marginally suitable due to depth and drainage limitations. A land use plan was developed recommending soil conservation, organic matter enhancement, micronutrient management and diversified cropping for sustainable agricultural productivity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article 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 of the article is comprehensive. It briefly and fairly well outlines the content of the article and the main conclusions arising from it. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. However, in my opinion, the authors should revise it and add the following sections: “Funding”, “Data Availability Statement”, “Abbreviations" to it. In my opinion, the authors should have divided the “Results and discussion” section into two separate sections “Results” and “Discussion”.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references of the article are proper, sufficient and quite recent. However, in my opinion, the authors should update them.
	

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


	In general, English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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	The article should be accepted for publication with minor revision.
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