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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.


	Microplastic contamination in agricultural soils is a critical issue, making this review highly relevant to current environmental concerns. It addresses sources, distribution, ecological effects, human health implications, mitigation strategies, and future research directions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is informative, precise, and well-structured, excellently capturing the key themes of the review article.
	

	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 clearly articulates the importance of microplastics in agricultural soils, concisely highlights key research areas. It is effectively summarizes the review's scope, providing a concise and coherent overview of the topic.
However, No Mention of Knowledge Gaps; Highlighting existing uncertainties in microplastic research could strengthen the need for further studies.
The keyword selection is appropriate.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The review article is well-structured and informative. Clear subheadings that organize different sources of contamination logically. Well-defined transitions between sections, ensuring a logical progression. Uses precise and technical terminology appropriate for a scientific audience. Effective incorporation of citations to substantiate claims. Well-articulated problem statement linking microplastic pollution to broader agricultural and human health issues.

However, some sections (e.g., controlled-release fertilizers & pesticide coatings) could benefit from more concise summaries.
A brief summary at the end of the sub-heading (3.3.) recapping key interactions and their environmental significance would enhance cohesion.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally well-selected, covering key studies related to microplastics in agricultural soils. Strong use of citations to back findings with credible sources.
	

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


	English quality writing is scientifically rigorous, using precise terminology and well-supported claims. It maintains a professional and academic tone, suitable for a scholarly review article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction covers sources of microplastics well, it could benefit from a brief discussion on knowledge gaps or uncertainties in research.
"Given the complexity of microplastic interactions with soil microbial communities, why did the author choose not to incorporate summary tables or schematic illustrations to visually represent the direct and indirect effects on microbial diversity, enzymatic functions, and plant-microbe symbioses? Such visual elements enhance clarity and accessibility for a broader scientific audience"
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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? 


	No, there are no ethical issues in this manuscript.
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