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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript provides valuable information on the data of nutrient-soil status of sugarcane plants in Northern Telangana, Telangana. The use of geostatistics to create spatial nutrient deficiency maps serves as a powerful example for other regions aiming to diagnose and manage soil fertility at a landscape scale.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as well as informative.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study rationale, methodology, results and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the methodology is appropriate and sound employing established procedures. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, and includes mix of classical foundations and contemporary literature.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Some references do not follow the journal guidelines
2. Some in-text citations (Mitscher I ich, J909, Smith and Loner agan, 1997), needs revision; Lindsay and Narvell, 1978 and in reference section as William L. Lindsay and William A. Norvell (1978) need correction
3. Data inconsistency: The abstract mentions K deficiency at 9.45, while Table 1 shows it as 10.02.

4. Figures: The manuscript mentions the preparation of "Kriged maps”, however no map was embedded in the manuscript.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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