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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 study tackles an important and timely issue in a globally significant agro-wetland, offering a valuable conceptual framework that connects altitude, hydrology, and soil quality. By taking a multi-season, multi-zone approach, it not only provides practical insights but also holds potential as a reliable reference for broader remote sensing and machine learning-based soil quality initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Not suitable I will recommended alternative topic. 

Seasonal Soil Quality Gradients from Upper to Lower Kuttanad in an Indian Tropical Agro-Wetland System
	

	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.


	Overall, this abstract is well-written and presents the research in a clear and organized manner. Rewrite between 150 to 180 words
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. I recommended some major revision .

The manuscript, while addressing an important topic, currently faces several significant issues that need to be addressed before it can be considered for publication. First, there are notable concerns with data integrity, particularly with inconsistencies in units and the presence of implausible values. These issues doubt on the reliability of the reported findings, such as the perfect correlation between nitrogen and potassium, and the extreme fluctuations in organic carbon and phosphorus levels.

Additionally, the statistical design appears to be problematic. It seems that repeated measures were used, but without the appropriate modeling to account for this, which could slope the results. The manuscript would benefit from a more transparent explanation of the methods, particularly in the laboratory analyses and the construction of the Soil Quality Index (SQI).

Given these issues, I would recommend a major revision focusing on auditing and correcting the data. This should include ensuring unit consistency, eliminating any implausible values, and clarifying the methodologies used for nutrient assays and SQI calculations. Moreover, a re-analysis with appropriate mixed-effects or repeated-measures statistics would be necessary. It’s also important to include effect sizes and robust post-hoc reporting to better support the conclusions.

Once these issues are addressed, with a stronger focus on methodological transparency and data consistency, the study could provide a valuable and management-relevant contribution to the Journal of Agriculture and Ecology Research International.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference are insufficient in this paper just only 16. Also proper software used for reference with follow the journal style like endnote any other software. 
	

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


	The paper presentation is very effective and clear some of words like setting any other words I would recommended to changes it.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is generally well-written, but it requires major revisions to enhance its scientific rigor and clarity. Once these revisions are made, the manuscript will present its findings in a more structured and scientifically robust manner, improving its overall readability and impact.
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