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	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 study examines the link between irrigation water quality (sewage vs. tubewell) and soil properties in the Gird region, demonstrating that sewage irrigation poses higher risks of soil salinity and sodicity. The findings offer practical insights for sustainable water and soil management in semi-arid agricultural areas. However, the manuscript requires updating of references and deeper interpretation to meet current publication standards.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is descriptive and clear
	

	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.


	To improve your abstract for an international journal, start by placing the study within the global issue of sustainable irrigation in areas with limited water. Shorten the methodological details to focus on the key parameters and sampling strategy. Most importantly, highlight one or two of the most important quantitative correlations in the results, rather than listing many. Finish with a clear statement about the practical effects on agricultural management and long-term soil health.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript shows a strong scientific foundation. However, there are several areas that need correction and clarification before it can be deemed scientifically sound for publication. It is not fundamentally flawed, but it does have significant gaps in its current state.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It needs to be updated
	

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


	Needs correction
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript offers a well-organized study with clear goals, systematic sampling, and thorough correlation analyses. The topic is important, particularly regarding irrigation water quality and soil sustainability. However, several weaknesses must be fixed before the manuscript is ready for publication. Please consider the following points:

1: The sampling strategy (random vs. systematic) and the rationale behind selecting specific villages and depths are not explicitly explained.

2: It is unclear whether paired soil and water samples were taken from the same geographic points.

3: Tables 4–9 present extensive correlation coefficients but lack in-depth physical/chemical interpretation. For example, why do some correlations change with depth? What mechanisms drive these relationships?

4: The discussion section largely repeats results rather than interpreting them in the context of existing knowledge.

5: The discussion is brief and does not adequately compare findings with similar studies. Only a few references are cited without critical analysis of similarities or contradictions.

6: The study points out risks such as salinization and sodicity. However, it does not offer practical management strategies for farmers or policymakers.

7: Limitations like the short sampling period of one season and unconsidered factors, such as crop type and farming practices, are not mentioned.

8: Some sentences are overly long or awkwardly phrased.

9: Inconsistent formatting, such as Table 2 numbering and the unexplained “V” in the text.

10: Minor grammatical errors and typos are present throughout.

11: The manuscript needs significant revision because it relies on outdated references, mostly from before 2010. It must also include recent literature from 2018 to 2025 to be eligible for publication in 2026.
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