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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.


	1. In my opinion, the global components which emphasize the importance of manuscript in agricultural soils are as follows: 1. 1. Today's world is in the unfortunate state of using chemical and physical inputs on agricultural soils, but this manuscript emphasizes conservation agriculture. 1. 2. The author (authors), to such components as; Regenerative agriculture, crop rotation, soil health, biological diversity, etc., finally, the Social and Community benefits resulting from it have been discussed, which is acceptable to modern science. 1. 3. Looking at the regenerative agriculture practices in the manuscript, I realized that these components could play a positive role on a global audience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think it is scientific and acceptable.
	

	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.


	Although this is a review manuscript, the abstract should be properly structured for global competition. Therefore, the abstract is not comprehensive. It is recommended to the author (authors) to make the context, results and conclusions of this Regenerative agriculture (RA) manuscript more universal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically acceptable due to the importance given to the components of conservation agriculture, which was managed by the author(s). And to make it more universal, special attention should be paid to the given recommendations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used by the author(s) in this manuscript are mostly new and acceptable, given that much research has been done in this field.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- To improve quality, it is best to number the structural components and subsections of the manuscript.
2- In the (Issues in RA) section, the author(s) should instead use a better title to describe the process of completing the topic. For example; It is universally better to choose the title (Summary of Issues in Completing RA).
3. The conclusion section, due to the review nature of the manuscript, is weak and does not reflect the strengths and opportunities of the process. Because the sentences used in the conclusion are long, and secondly, at the end, no universally effective offer is presented.
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	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)
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