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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 is relevant in terms of review study because of its methodology and consideration of various factors of environment. The impact assessment and the sustainable solutions over it are appreciable but a scope of more detailed discussion is still there. 
	

	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.


	1. It is advised to reframe the sentence “An assessment breaks down fertilizer utilization in Bangladesh while measuring environmental damage and human health risks caused by over-application of fertilizers.” for better manifestation. [Suggestion - The present work breaks down fertilizer utilization in Bangladesh while measuring environmental damage and human health risks caused by over-application of fertilizers]
2. It is advised to reconsider the highlighted part in the sentence “Soil degradation and water pollution together with the eutrophication result [resulted] from the use [usage] of nitrogenous chemical fertilizers as shown by the research has been revealed by the work.” for better manifestation.
3. It is advised to reconsider the highlighted part in the sentence “Many toxic heavy metals build up [accumulates] in both crops and groundwater which results in major health dangers.” for better manifestation.

4. It is advised to reconsider the highlighted part in the sentence “The application of bio-fertilizers together with nano-fertilizers and Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) serves as sustainable approaches to tackle fertilizer harms but [and] maintain productivity in agriculture.” for better manifestation.

5. It is advised to reconsider the highlighted part in the sentence “The evaluation utilizes [has reviewed] different research reports to establish how alternative solutions enhance nutrient absorption while improving soil conditions while [avoid repetition] minimizing pollution impacts.” for better manifestation.

6. Avoid longer statements like “The general implementation of these sustainable management techniques confronts various obstacles since technology does not reach its full potential and governments face funding deficiencies and smallholder farmers show minimal interest in accepting new methods.”
7. It is advised to reconsider the highlighted part in the sentence “The advancement of bio-fertilizers and nano-fertilizers along with Integrated Nutrient Management requires governmental backing [support system from the government] combined [along] with farmer instruction [farmers’ orientation] to fulfill the objectives of efficient fertilizer consumption objectives in Bangladesh.” for better manifestation.

8. Arrange the keywords in the order of priority.

9. The abstract needs sincere attention in concern of grammar, punctuation and manifestation.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Though it is majorly correct, modifications are suggested.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, few references are advised to add and as a review paper more updated and recent references are expected.  
	

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


	No, 
Major corrections are needed. Suggestions are given below.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Looking at the abstract and few lines of introduction section [listed below with the respective corrections], the entire manuscript needs sincere attention in concern of grammar, punctuation and manifestation.    

· It is advised to reconsider the highlighted part in the sentence  “Nitrogen, phosphor, [Phosphorus] and potassium which are critical contributors to the incremental improvement of crop yields account for at least 30-50 percent increment in global agricultural productivity (Wang WeiNi et al., 2013).” for better manifestation.

· It is advised to reconsider the highlighted part in the sentence “They have a crucial input for food security in the world with the current population of 7 and a half billion [7.5 billion or seven and a half billion] people with an estimated population of 9 billion people by 2050_(BASHKIN & ALEKSEEV, 2022).” for better manifestation.

· It is advised to reconsider the highlighted part in the sentence “In some countries in [avoid repetition] the developed as well as developing regions, high population growth rates are expected to push up fertilizer demand fast according to the simulation studies_(Rahman & Zhang, 2018; Rivas & Nonhebel, 2017).” [Suggestion: According to few simulation studies, the exponential growth of population in some of the countries belonging to the developed as well as developing regions, is expected to accelerate the demand of fertilizer (Rahman and Zhang, 2018; Rivas and Nonhebel, 2017)]

2. The formatting of the manuscript is not up to mark.

3. Uniformity in the font and spacing is not maintained. 

4. The sections and sub-sections also need to be reconsidered. [Say for example, the section of ‘METHODOLOGY’ is usually avoided and skipped from the review papers; however, if the authors wish to keep it, then it should be kept well-before any solid disclosure of data. In the given manuscript the section ‘LITERATURE REVIEW’ gives a detailed disclosure of the secondary data and then the section of ‘METHODOLOGY’ has been kept.]
5. It is also advised to maintain the continuity in the write-up and work on the aesthetics of the manuscript, to enhance the readers’ interest. 
6. Kindly, look into the format of the in text citations and references in the bibliography with utmost sincerity.                 

7. Few updated references are suggested below in terms of groundwater and human health. It is advised to add them in proper place. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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