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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 provides a comprehensive characterization of irrigation water quality and its consequent impact on soil physical, chemical and biological properties in a peri-urban agricultural region influenced by mixed water sources. The study is particularly relevant in the context of increasing dependence on non-traditional and contaminated water sources for irrigation due to water scarcity. By integrating water quality indices with soil health indicators, the work offers practical insights for sustainable irrigation management. The findings are valuable for soil scientists, agronomists, irrigation planners and policymakers concerned with long-term soil productivity and environmental safety.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, informative and accurately reflects the objectives and scope of the study.

Optional alternative (not mandatory):
“Assessment of Irrigation Water Quality and Its Influence on Soil Health in Kanakapura Taluk, Karnataka, 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 is comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, key results and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. Standard and widely accepted analytical procedures were employed for water and soil analysis, and appropriate indices were used to assess irrigation suitability. The interpretation of results is logical and well supported by relevant literature. The conclusions are consistent with the data presented.

Minor improvements suggested:

· Include a short justification for selecting the specific villages/hoblis.

· A brief statistical comparison (where applicable) would further strengthen result interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant and include both classical and recent studies. Key standards and methodological references are appropriately cited.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were identified.
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