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	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 is important because it stresses how locally available raw materials can help at improving the major physicochemical properties and water holding capacity of arid soil, which is a major problem facing regions facing desertification and water scarcity among others. It also contributes to soil fertility management and supports global efforts to combat land degaradation and food security challenges in vulnerable regions
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, its suitable with relevant information and shows clarity and fits into the topic, alternatively it can be written as ‘Effects of dromedary droppings and cow dung amendments on physicochemical properties and water-holding capacity of three arid soils 
	

	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 covers major grounds and reveal key findings but it can be improved by the following:
1. Add some numerical findings to make findings more concrete eg percent increasein some physicochemical parameters.

2. Highlight the types of soil eg, sandy, loamy or clay or region to make it the context geographical

3. No major deletions are needed.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but recent references from 2022-2025 could be added
	

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


	Language polishing is recommended in the final review, because I notice some awkward language structures n some place, inconsistent use of dromedary droppings vs camel manure etc
	

	Optional/General comments


	Ensure consistency in use of terminology
Add units to all amendment application rates in table and figures (e.g %)

The manuscript is scientifically robust and gives relevant information on the subject matter
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 detail)

No ethical concern highlighted
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No issues identified
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism identified
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5
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