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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.


	Studies like this are important as they provide a clear understanding of soil fertility status and nutrient availability in a specific region. They help in identifying nutrient deficiencies, guiding site-specific fertilizer recommendations, and improving nutrient use efficiency. Such assessments also support balanced nutrient management, maintain soil health, and enhance sustainable crop productivity. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable if the study mainly includes basic soil parameters like pH, EC, organic carbon, and available N, P, and K, as these are standard indicators of soil fertility.

However, the words “Influencing Factors and Sustainable Agricultural Implications” may be too broad if the study is based only on basic soil analysis and does not include detailed information on land use, management practices, or long-term sustainability aspects. In such a case, a simpler and more direct title matching the analysed parameters would be more appropriate and accurate.

If possible, change the title to “Evaluation of Soil Chemical Properties and Nutrient Status in Vaishali District, Bihar”

	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is sufficient even if it includes only basic parameters like pH, EC, organic carbon, and available N, P, and K, as long as the key results are clearly presented. Mentioning the number of samples will make the study more clear, reliable, and scientifically strong by showing proper representation of the study area.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of basic analysis; however, some important details need to be improved for better clarity and completeness. 

The number of soil samples collected, sampling locations (or geographical coordinates, if available), cropping pattern, and whether the area is irrigated or rainfed should be clearly mentioned in the Materials and Methods section. At present, only results are presented without adequate methodological background.

Further, the Results section lacks supporting references and discussion to justify the findings. It is advisable to include relevant references along with the results to maintain scientific continuity and strengthen interpretation. 

Although a sub-heading “Soil Fertility Rating and Interpretation” is provided, the interpretation is not clearly linked with standard fertility ratings.

In addition, references are given only in the Introduction, while other sections, especially Results and Discussion, do not contain supporting citations. Adding appropriate references and proper interpretation will improve the scientific quality and readability of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recent references are provided only in the Introduction chapter. However, it is suggested to include a few latest and most relevant references in the Results and Discussion sections as well. This will help to compare the present findings with earlier studies, improve scientific justification, and maintain continuity in interpretation. Adding supporting citations in these sections will strengthen the discussion and enhance the overall quality and credibility of the manuscript.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is simple and easy to understand. However, it needs to be improved to a more scientific and formal manner. The results should be presented with a clear interpretation supported by relevant literature. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is suggested to arrange all references, Results, and Discussion sections strictly according to the journal’s prescribed format and guidelines.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

From the information provided, no major ethical issues are evident in the manuscript itself. 
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