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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 research enhances geospatial techniques for monitoring soil moisture within monsoon-reliant, rain-fed farming environments. By correlating physical soil characteristics with water retention capabilities, the study refines drought risk assessments. The resulting framework provides a foundation for precision farming, sustainable land use, and the development of climate-adaptive crop strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable.
	

	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 partly comprehensive.
· The abstract shouldn’t contain the cited references.

· To enhance the abstract's impact, clearly define the primary objective and summarize the methodological framework. Replacing redundant background text with quantitative data on water-holding capacity will add necessary depth. Finally, the conclusion should more explicitly link the findings to their practical applications in drought mitigation and agricultural strategy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is built on valid concepts and tools, but the current presentation needs more analytical depth. To strengthen the scientific argument, I suggest refining the clarity of your writing and incorporating more specific data points. A deeper critical evaluation of the results would help bridge the gap between your findings and your conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The current bibliography is insufficient for a study of this scope. To enhance the academic rigor and provide a more robust theoretical foundation, the manuscript should incorporate at least 30 scholarly citations. Expanding the literature review will better situate the research within the existing scientific discourse.
	

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


	I suggest having the paper reviewed by an English editing service. Refining the phrasing and grammar would help the scientific quality of your work shine through more clearly.
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