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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 manuscript addresses spatial variation of soil moisture availability in Akola district using geoinformatics, integrating soil texture, depth, slope, and pedo-transfer functions, which is highly relevant for semi-arid agriculture and drought management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Study of spatial variation of soil moisture availability in Akola district using geoinformatics” is suitable, as it reflects the core elements: spatial variation, soil moisture, Akola district, and geoinformatics
	

	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 clearly mentions the soil type, problem (monsoon break and soil moisture stress), methodology using GIS and pedo-transfer functions, and the main finding that Akola, Akot, Telhara, and Balapur talukas have higher soil moisture availability than Murtizapur, Barshitakli, and Patur. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall methodology is scientifically sound: soil textural classes are converted to hydraulic properties (field capacity, permanent wilting point, bulk density) using published pedo-transfer functions (Patil et al. 2010, 2012, 2013), and these are combined with soil depth to compute available water holding capacity, followed by GIS-based overlay analysis. The conceptual basis for available water holding capacity, the formula used, and the use of DEM and slope maps are correct and consistent with soil physics and land evaluation principles. The results and discussion logically connect soil texture, depth, slope, and available water holding capacity, and the spatial interpretations for different talukas are reasonable for medium to deep black soils of the region. Some improvement is possible by: (a) clearly explaining any assumptions in extrapolation of point data to polygons, (b) giving brief validation or plausibility checks (e.g., comparison with literature values or field observations), and (c) slightly tightening the linkage between maps (texture, depth, slope) and the final AWHC map with quantitative statistics (area under each AWHC class per taluka).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include foundational work on pedo-transfer functions and soil moisture (Patil et al. 2010, 2012, 2013; Pachepsky & Rawls, Bouma, etc.), as well as recent studies (2023–2025) on monsoon variability, soil depth modeling, spatial soil moisture assessment, and soil water holding capacity mapping. This provides good coverage of both classical and current literature relevant to soil water retention, GIS, remote sensing, and monsoon-induced drought. A minor suggestion is to ensure consistent formatting (journal names, volume/issue, page range, DOI spacing) and to check that all in-text citations (e.g., Deshmukh et al. 2024, Raju Kumar 2025, Ramachandran et al. 2024, etc.) are fully and accurately listed in the reference section, without missing details.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, with clear technical descriptions of the methods and results.
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