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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 study tackles an increasingly relevant issue in sustainable agriculture by examining the dual impact of conservation agricultural strategies on soil health and insect dynamics. As global agricultural systems struggle to sustain production while also conserving environmental quality, it is critical to understand how techniques such as decreased tillage, crop rotation, and residue retention influence soil and pest interactions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Conservation Agriculture Practices and Their Impact on Soil Health and Pest Dynamics" is appropriate and accurately describes the subject of the publication. It successfully encapsulates the review's essential features, which include conservation agriculture, soil health, and pest interactions.


	

	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 summarizes the article's aims, emphasizing fundamental conservation agricultural methods and their impact on soil health and pest dynamics. It efficiently presents the main subjects, such as organic matter, nutritional availability, microbial diversity, and pest populations, offering the reader an overview of the manuscript's breadth.

However, the abstract may be enhanced by adding:

1. A brief description of the approach (e.g., systematic review, meta-analysis, narrative review).

2. More precise results or findings can help readers understand what the review concluded or stressed.

3. Stronger conclusions that effectively express the results' implications or importance for research and practice.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study presents useful and scientifically significant themes; yet, it is missing crucial methodological information required for a review article to be regarded scientifically robust. There is no explanation of the materials and procedures utilized to perform the literature review, such as the criteria for selecting sources, databases searched, or timeframes employed. Furthermore, the publication does not describe how the literature was examined, if a systematic strategy was utilized, or how data synthesis was carried out.

Furthermore, the figures provided in the paper are not backed by adequate explanations for their creation no indication of the tools or data sources employed.


	

	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 relevant but insufficient and outdated. A significant portion of the supporting literature, such as works from 1990s or earlier (e.g., Sturz et al., 1997; Peoples et al., 1995; Stinner & House, 1990; Bockus & Shroyer, 1998), does not reflect the current advancements in conservation agriculture, soil biology, and pest management. This diminishes the manuscript's contribution to the current body of knowledge. It is highly recommended to include more recent studies from the last 5–7 years.
	

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


	To fulfill academic communication norms, the English language has to be improved. Several grammatical flaws, inconsistencies in sentence patterns, and punctuation problems were found throughout the text. These linguistic flaws have an impact on the manuscript's general readability and clarity.
It is strongly advised that the writers rewrite the content using a professional grammar-checking program like Grammarly.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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