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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 (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 research is good, reviewing the importance and impact of salts on soil electrical conductivity and their effects. The sample is excellent and statistically and scientifically valid, and the results were good and interpreted within a scientific context. The research is good from a practical standpoint and reached conclusions that can be built upon in future studies of the subject more broadly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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
	

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

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

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is good, but there are some points that should be modified:

- The summary should include the most important conclusions.

- The keywords should be given an additional word because they are only five words.

- The most important conclusions and results should be clarified in the final paragraph before the references, so they stand out and are clear.

- The sample was based on a previous reference from an experiment conducted by two researchers. It would have been better not to mention this reference. The methodology (the sample) should be consistent with the methodology, without mentioning previous researchers who conducted the same experiment (this represents a weakness in the research), but it does not affect its effectiveness. It is better to simply delete the reference.

- There are many references that were not used in the research. Some should be deleted, and the references should be limited to two or three that were not used in the research. Only the references that were used should be mentioned. However, there is no objection to including some references that were not used in the research, provided that they are not too numerous.

The research is good and suitable for publication, and the errors are not significant. We recommend accepting it for publication after making these observations.

The research is good, but there are some points that should be modified
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	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 details)

 (No)
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