

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Agricultural Sciences: Techniques and Innovations

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6375

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Soil quality assessment in Vertisols under sugarcane crop

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter



Special note:

A research paper already published in a journal can be published as a Book Chapter in an expanded form with proper copyright approval. 
 (
Source Article: 
This chapter is an extended version of the article published by the same author(s) in the following journal. 
ARCHIVES OF AGRONOMY AND SOIL SCIENCE
, 
63 
(
11
): 
1477–1488
, 
2017
.
DOI: 10.1080/03650340.2017.1289372
 
)



	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 topic emphasis on the importance of Soil Quality,which is a major concern during the current situations.It highlights the water stable aggregates and even considers the plasticity and other physico chemical parameters utilising an extensive crop like Sugar Cane.The study conducted has brough about correletaions with the soil quality parameters and its impact on soil fertility.Study has stated the influence of organic amendments and natural minerals has brought about changes in overall quality and improvements in soil with respect to improvementt in biological properties.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is suitable 
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive but it should include more of the result aspects.The results are not much emphasised and feels like not concluded well
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes the manuscript is Scentifically correct
	

	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.If possible references more references post 2015 can be incorporated.
	

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

	

Yes


	

	Optional/General comments

	1)Introduction part is not very crisp and clear.There are unnecessary elaboration of some points,it can be cut short and the part to be made brief and bring in points necessary for the topic.
2)Some of the Chemical formulas are not written propertly with necessary subscripts and superscripts
3)Abrupt ending of few sentences with year
4)Sub headings to be made more clear
5)Format of Table 2 is confusing and it can be rearraged in a better way
6)Clear indications of the treatments to be given below the tables for easy understanding of data
7)Provide details of treatments in the Material and Method section clearly
8)Overall alignment of text to be checked eg Capitalising words,spacing etc



	









	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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
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