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	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Comparing to the whole study, the title is very relevant, however it could be improved. It perfectly shows the main topic, but it does not fully reflect the real scope of the whole paper. This paper specifically compares forest soils and agricultural soils in a clearly defined geographic area Kupwara District (Kashmir, India). A more precise title would better match the content, objectives, and results of the article. Suggested alternative title:
Effects of converting forests to crop land on soil aggregate stability in Kupwara District (Kashmir, 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, in general, is complete and follows the expected structure for research paper: Background, Objective, Methods , Results and Discussion/ Conclusion. However, some the objective could be stated more clearly, and the methods section could be shortened to make the abstract more balanced. 

The abstract uses terms  "different land uses," which can be misleading comparing to the rest of paper. The study only compares two types: forest land and agricultural land. The study only looks at forest and agricultural soils. 

Authors should add some metrics in results. Adding at least one or two key quantitative result(s), like a number or percentage, would make the results section more stronger. Finally, the conclusion is general. It should be more explicitly linked to the specific regional, ecological, and management conditions of the Kupwara district (Kashmir), under which the data were generated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and its methodologically is enough strong. The experimental or empirical design fits the goal of the study well. Authors used 120 soil samples collected and analysed from two clearly defined land uses: agricultural land and forest areas. The methods which also used to measure soil aggregate stability and the main related physico-chemical properties are standard, well-known, and correctly applied. The results are presented in a clear manner and match the data used. The interpretations of the study generally stay appropriate to the specific spatial and environmental context of the study, without excessive extrapolation beyond that context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are  generally good, but it could be made stronger by adding these 4 recent and targeted references. Adding them would help, as most of articles cited are old: 
- Better connect the study to recent international research; 

- Improve the comparison of results in the discussion; and 
- Strengthen the scientific arguments about the links between land use, soil aggregate stability, and organic carbon.
1. Land use conversion and lithology impacts soil aggregate stability in subtropical China - ScienceDirect
2. Response of soil organic carbon and soil aggregate stability to changes in land use patterns on the Loess Plateau - PubMed
3. Interacting Effects of Land Use Type, Soil Attributes, and Environmental Factors on Aggregate Stability
4. Soil aggregate stability and aggregate‐associated organic carbon under different land use or land cover types - Dorji - 2020 - Soil Use and Management - Wiley Online Library
	

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


	In overall English language in the manuscript is good enough for scientific publication, and the text is generally easy to understand. However, there are some small grammar problems and repeated words that make it less clear and smooth.A few sentences are too long and would be better if simplified or rephrased. Ex: The results shows a significant difference… in stead of The results show a significant difference… REPETITION: Soil aggregate stability is an important indicator of soil quality, and soil aggregate stability was measured to assess soil quality

	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically relevant and methodologically good. However, the quality of the figures/ charts could be improved. The graphs would benefit from better visual presentation to enhance readability. In addition, the map presented in the Methods section should be improved, as it currently contains limited information. The different land-use or land-cover types should be more added and clearly highlighted to make the map more informative. Finally, the map legend should be clearer and written in simple, easy-to-understand English.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

I could not find ethical problems in this manuscript. The study only involves soil sampling and lab tests. It does not use human participants, animals, or sensitive personal data. The research methods follow standard scientific rules, and there is no sign of unethical data collection, analysis, or reporting. I hope, the manuscript follows general research ethics and integrity standards
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