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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 contributes to the understanding of how soil water content and sand texture influence key electrical and physical soil properties such as resistivity, dielectric constant, porosity, and bulk density. The study provides experimentally derived relationships that are relevant to agricultural science, geotechnical engineering, environmental studies, and electrical grounding system design. By focusing on controlled laboratory measurements and varying sand size and percentage, the work offers practical insights applicable to soil management, crop optimization, and infrastructure planning. The findings help bridge gaps between soil physics, electrical characterization, and applied engineering practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it reflects the main variables and scope of the study. However, it can be made more precise and informative.

Suggested alternative title:

“Experimental Investigation of the Effects of Water Content and Sand Texture on Soil Electrical and Physical Properties”
	

	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 and summarizes the objectives, methods, key findings, and applications of the study. However, it could be strengthened by clearly stating the experimental approach, key quantitative trends, and main conclusion more explicitly.

It is suggested to briefly mention the laboratory-based nature of the study and to clarify the practical relevance in agriculture and engineering. Minor language refinement would also improve clarity and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, and the experimental methods are appropriate for the research objectives. The use of established measurement techniques, relevant equations, and comparison with previous studies supports the validity of the results. Interpretations are generally consistent with existing literature. However, minor clarifications regarding experimental limitations and replication would further strengthen the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and include both foundational and recent studies relevant to soil resistivity, dielectric properties, and soil physics. Several references from 2022–2025 enhance the manuscript’s relevance.

To further strengthen the paper, the authors may consider adding more recent studies on soil electrical properties in precision agriculture or remote sensing applications, if available.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate English editing to correct grammatical errors, improve sentence structure, and enhance clarity. Consistency in terminology and citation formatting should also be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Recommendation: Minor Revision

The manuscript is scientifically valid and relevant, but minor revisions are recommended to improve language quality, clarity of presentation, and minor methodological explanations.
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