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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 manuscript is an insightful study into spatial variability of Pedological  properties of Kirkuk  Governorate Soils and its impact in Agricultural Utilization in AL-Riyadh district and AL-Debs district, Iraq. The need to investigate the spatial variation in the soils of Al  Farfawi village, in Kirkuk Governorate, cultivated and non-cultivated soils , the degree of variation in the morphological, physical,  and biological characteristics cannot be overemphasized. Therefore, this research is both novel  and useful to the scientific communities in agricultural sciences, soil science, environmental science related fields. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this manuscript is suitable and proper, as the study investigated the spatial variation of pedological properties of soils of Kirkuku Governorate. The content of the manuscript match with the title. Keywords  such as Spatial variability, Kirkuk governorate, soils, agricultural ultilisation found in the title reflect the  study objectives, ans findings. 
	

	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 okay, as it aligns with the journal specifications. It summarised the research objectives, methods, and results without exposing too much information. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically okay, as the stated clearly the methodologies used in arriving at the results for easy replication of this research. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are nearly sufficient but grossly improper as very old works were cited and referenced, such as Richards, L. A. (1954).
	

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


	The English language level is good without any noticed grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study will be more useful to the scientific community if more recent works can be cited, while the old cited works is removed.
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