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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	It was a contemporary study, and presented data will aid in planning and sustainable development of the agriculture. However, in each section substantial revision is required with utmost care. 

Authors are kindly requested to address following comments throughout the text (see the manuscript comments), otherwise this MS may not be recommended for publication.

Abstract is well written and precise.

Key words may be changed.

Introduction: Authors are advised to check the grammatical errors and maintain the flow of the introduction while emphasizing the research gap.

MM: This section was properly written. However, explain details about the location, from where soil was collected.

R&D: Overall discussion of the result is not standard and sufficient. Each section of the result is monotonous and authors are advised to change the language while focusing more on statistics.

Statistics: Substantial revision is required. Significant difference between each location (block) must be analysed. Then the impact of this study will be more scientific.

Conclusion: Should be more aligned with observed result.

Reference: There is no existence of some of the DOI, must be checked one by one and thoroughly. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	yes
	

	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.


	Abstract is well written and precise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	MM: This section was properly written. However, explain details about the location, from where soil was collected.

Kindly follow and address all the comments on MS.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference: There is no existence of some of the DOI, must be checked one by one and thoroughly. All the ref. must be aligned with the text.


	

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


	Some minor revisions are required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	R&D: Overall discussion of the result is not standard and sufficient. Each section of the result is monotonous and authors are advised to change the language while focusing more on statistics.

Statistics: Substantial revision is required. Significant difference between each location (block) must be analysed. Then the impact of this study will be more scientific.

Conclusion: Should be more aligned with observed result.
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