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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.


	This review manuscript offers a comprehensive and up-to-date examination of plant-soil interactions and their significance in promoting sustainable crop production. By delving into the complex dynamics of the rhizosphere and the myriad microbial interactions that occur within it, the authors shed light on the vital roles these processes play in nutrient cycling and soil health management. The insights provided in this work are of immense value to a diverse audience, including researchers, agronomists, and policymakers, as they seek to develop innovative strategies for sustainable agroecosystem design and advance soil stewardship practices. In an era where regenerative and climate-smart agriculture are of global importance, this manuscript has the potential to contribute meaningfully to the ongoing dialogue on the future of agriculture and the preservation of our planet's vital resources.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title you've chosen effectively captures the essence of your manuscript. If you're looking for a slightly more engaging and specific option, you might consider:

"Unearthing the Power of Plant-Soil-Microbe Interactions: A Review on Their Role in Sustainable Crop Production"

This title emphasizes the active role of these interactions and encourages readers to explore further.
	

	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.


	Your abstract is informative but could be made more engaging and structured. Here's a revised version with some suggested improvements:

"This review dives deep into the fascinating world of plant-soil-microbe interactions and their critical role in nutrient cycling, microbial community dynamics, and interspecific plant interactions. Discover how understanding these relationships can lead to improved soil fertility, climate resilience, and crop productivity in sustainable agricultural systems. While progress has been made, challenges remain. Join us as we explore the future prospects and opportunities for leveraging these interactions to enhance agricultural sustainability."

This version aims to capture the reader's attention by using more dynamic language and provides a clear structure, covering the key findings and their implications. It also acknowledges the challenges while suggesting the potential benefits of further research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Your manuscript offers solid scientific content and technical expertise. Here are some suggestions to make it even better:

1. Redundancies: While your exploration of microbial interactions and soil health is comprehensive, certain topics appear more than once, making the text less concise. Consider combining these sections (such as PGPR, nematodes, and microbial fauna) to provide a more streamlined reading experience.

2. Structural Flow: To improve readability, try making section divisions and transitions clearer. For instance, you could label subsections 1.2 and 1.3 consistently, helping readers navigate the text more easily.

3. Figure Integration: You've included some great figures that illustrate your points well. However, a few of them aren't mentioned or discussed in the main text. Be sure to reference all figures throughout the manuscript to ensure readers understand their relevance and importance.

By addressing these areas, your manuscript will be even more engaging and accessible, allowing your research to shine.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript is well-cited with recent and relevant references. To further strengthen it, authors may consider integrating more region-specific studies or meta-analyses on sustainable agriculture practices in different agroecological zones.

Suggested addition:

“Tisdall, J.M. and Oades, J.M. (1982). Organic matter and water-stable aggregates in soils. Journal of Soil Science, 33(2), 141–163.” – for soil structure discussions.

“van der Heijden, M.G.A., Bardgett, R.D., & van Straalen, N.M. (2008). The unseen majority: soil microbes as drivers of plant diversity and productivity in terrestrial ecosystems. Ecology Letters, 11(3), 296–310.” – for the role of soil biodiversity.
	

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


	Your manuscript's language is clear and academic. Here are some ideas to make it even better:

1. Grammar & Style: You've written with care, but there are a few minor errors and some sentences that could flow better. For example, "plant excretes some root excreted exudates" could be rephrased as "plants release root exudates." A thorough proofread will help polish your writing.

2. Conciseness: In some sections, you've been so passionate about your research that you've included a few repetitions. To make your writing more powerful, try trimming sentences or paragraphs to keep your ideas sharp and focused.

3. Clarity: Your ideas are strong, and to help guide readers through them, consider adding clearer topic sentences at the start of each paragraph and smooth transitions between ideas.

With these tweaks, your manuscript will be even more enjoyable and accessible to read.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Include a graphical abstract or summary diagram for visual learners.

· Reorganize the ‘Challenges and Future Opportunities section into bulleted points or subheadings for better clarity.

· Provide a conclusion paragraph that is concise and reflective, summarizing the main findings and significance.
· Recommendation: Minor Revision

· The manuscript has solid academic merit and relevance to the field. With minor editorial improvements and removal of redundancies, it would make a valuable contribution to the journal’s readership.
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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? 


	· Ethical Issues: None observed. The manuscript is a review article based on existing literature.

· Competing Interests: The authors have declared no competing interests. No conflict is suspected.

· Plagiarism: No evidence of plagiarism detected from provided material.


	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	None
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”


	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:



	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8



	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback
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