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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	As a reviewer suggest that the manuscript holds importance for the scientific community because it addresses a practical and persistent problem faced in moisture-deficit sandy soils, where water loss and nutrient depletion limit crop productivity. By demonstrating how hydrogel can improve soil structure, water availability, and nutrient retention, the study provides evidence-based guidance for researchers and field practitioners working in arid and semi-arid regions. The findings also open new directions for developing cost-effective soil amendments that support sustainable vegetable production under water-scarce conditions. Overall, the work contributes valuable data that can be used to refine soil-management practices and inform future research on climate-resilient agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes but as per me I suggest the alternative title as Hydrogel as a Soil Amendment for Enhancing Tomato Growth and Soil Health in Sandy Soils of Bundelkhand
	

	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 informative, but it would benefit from adding a clearer statement of the research gap and why this study is needed.
·    You may also briefly mention the key methods or analytical approach to give readers better context.
·    Consider including one or two specific quantitative results to strengthen the impact.
·  You can shorten any repeated information to keep the abstract concise and focused.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	recommend that the manuscript appears scientifically sound, and the major concepts are presented correctly. However, a few sections would benefit from clearer explanations, stronger evidence, and more precise referencing to support key claims. Overall, the scientific basis is acceptable but could be improved with tighter arguments and better-organized supporting data
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Almost but please add recent and relevant references
	

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

	yes
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

no
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