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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 manuscript provides a comprehensive, GIS-based assessment of soil fertility constraints at the micro-watershed scale, which is essential for precision and site-specific nutrient management. The integration of soil chemical properties, macro- and micronutrient mapping, and spatial variability analysis offers valuable insights into nutrient limitations in dryland agro-ecosystems. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the study area, scope, and focus on soil fertility assessment for site-specific recommendation
	

	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 largely comprehensive, but the study objective and key practical implications for site-specific nutrient management could be stated more clearly. Minor streamlining and inclusion of a concise concluding statement highlighting Data of GIS-based micro-watershed fertility mapping are recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited throughout the manuscript, particularly in the Results and Discussion section, are quite old; the authors are strongly encouraged to incorporate more recent and relevant literature to strengthen the scientific relevance of the findings.


	

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


	The overall language is understandable, but the English quality requires improvement to meet scholarly communication standards. Several sections contain grammatical errors, inconsistent terminology, repetition, and unclear sentence construction; therefore, careful language editing and professional proofreading are strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Introduction section lacks adequate in-text citations; appropriate and up-to-date references should be added to support the background and rationale of the study.
The interpretation of results needs to be clearer and more in-depth, with stronger linkage between the observed data, soil processes, and practical implications for site-specific nutrient management.

The quality of figures (soil fertility maps) is poor; figures appear blurred and should be improved in resolution and clarity to enhance readability and interpretation.
The study is scientifically relevant and methodologically sound, but requires substantial improvement in language quality, updated references, clearer interpretation of results, and better figure resolution before it can be considered for publication
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