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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.


	The importance of this article is related to the importance of urease for soil conservation. In this sense, the article's importance encompasses issues of agricultural fertility in regions with salinity, as well as environmental soil preservation.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate.

	

	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 satisfactory.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically correct, but it could justify the choice of Neem cake and Shal cake in the research. Furthermore, in the statistical treatment, it could verify the normality of the data before performing the correlation analysis.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include some relatively recent articles.

	

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


	I think the article needs a spelling and formatting review, and the correlation coefficients should be presented with only two or three decimal places after the point.
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