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	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.

	Concrete knowledge on sample analysis procedures is very important for producing accurate and reliable results in any research work. This manuscript tests indepth understanding of soil and plant extract analysis. The manuscript is a complete package covering the need for strong understanding of sample preparation, use of appropriate chemicals, applicable scientific principles and analytical procedures.
	

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

	No. The title is not suitable.
I suggest the following minor correction: AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH SERVICE EXAMINATION FOR SOIL AND PLANT ANALYSIS 
	

	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.

	I have not seen any abstract. Going by the type of manuscript, I feel there is no need for an abstract but rather an introduction will surfice.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
	

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

	The language/English quality is suitable for scholarly communications.




	

	Optional/General comments

	



	



	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? 

	No
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