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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 manuscript addresses an important issue related to soil fertility management in loamy sand soils, particularly in regions like Myanmar where soil degradation limits crop productivity. The study's objective to assess the effect of various organic materials on soil physicochemical properties through a controlled laboratory incubation experiment is both relevant and timely. The paper is generally well structured, with clear presentation of methods, results, and discussions supported by appropriate statistical analysis.

The use of multiple organic materials, individually and in combination, to evaluate changes in soil parameters is commendable. The findings, especially the role of maize straw in improving soil structure and chicken manure in enhancing nutrient availability, provide valuable insights for sustainable agricultural practices.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Effects of Organic Amendments on Physicochemical Properties of Loamy Sand Soil: A Laboratory Incubation Study.”


	

	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 is comprehensive but overly detailed. Consider shortening it to focus on major findings, key values, and implications for practice. Avoid excessive numerical details unless critical.


	

	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.
	The reference list is appropriate and current, but some in-text citations (e.g., Lal, 2008) lack complete contextual integration. Ensure that all references are discussed within the flow of the argument.


	

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


	The manuscript is generally clear but occasionally wordy. Avoid redundant phrases and ensure consistent terminology, such as “organic carbon (OC)” vs “SOC.”

Proofreading is required to correct minor grammatical errors and ensure consistent formatting across tables and figures.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor to moderate revisions required before acceptance.
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	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 details)
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