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	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 covers a significant issue in sustainable agriculture, namely in high-value crop production systems such as ginger. The study sheds light on how diverse nutrient management strategies affect soil organic carbon and key enzyme activities, which are important markers of soil health and fertility. Given the growing worry over soil deterioration caused by intensive agricultural techniques, this study emphasizes the potential benefits of incorporating organic manures into conventional fertilization regimens.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article's title accurately reflects the study's main focus on the impact of organic manures on soil carbon stocks and enzyme activities in ginger production systems. 

Suggested alternative (optional):
"Effects of Organic Manures on Soil Carbon Stocks and Enzyme Activities in Intensively Managed Ginger Cultivation Systems"

	

	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 offers an outline of the study's objectives, methods, and significant findings. However, it may be enhanced for greater clarity and scientific accuracy. I propose the following revisions:

Clarify the objective – The aim of the study should be stated more explicitly in one sentence.

Improve sentence structure – Some sentences are lengthy and difficult to follow; restructuring them would improve readability.

Grammatical corrections – There are some grammatical errors that need revision (e.g., "were grouped in to" should be "were grouped into").

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript addresses soil fertility and sustainable crop management, with valid soil health indicators. However, data presentation needs improvement. Including well-designed graphs, graphic representation of differences, and clearer explanation of statistical analyses could enhance readability and interpretation of key findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are insufficient and largely outdated, with many of them published between the 1960s and 1990s. While some classical references can be valuable, the majority of the literature should be recent (preferably from the last 10–15 years) to reflect current research trends and advancements in soil biology, carbon sequestration, and nutrient management.

For example, citations such as Rao and Ghai (1989), Martens et al. (1992), Kaushik et al. (1984), and Hofmann (1963) should either be replaced or supported with more recent studies. Additionally, references like Ph.D. theses and local reports (e.g., Nagaraja, 1997) are generally less suitable for international journals and should be minimized.

	

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


	The manuscript's language quality needs improvement due to grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and inconsistent spacing. To improve grammar, punctuation, and sentence flow, it is recommended to use professional proofreading tools such as Grammarly. 
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