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	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 study provides short-term experimental evidence on how residue burning affect soil fertility, and crop yield in a rice–wheat cropping system. Such results are crucial for developing region-specific modules for sustainable residue management, reducing air pollution from burning, and promoting conservation agriculture in the Indo-Gangetic Plains. The work also has practical implications for farmers and policymakers dealing with soil fertility decline and environmental concerns.
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	The abstract is informative. 
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	Yes, the language is generally clear, but certain sentences are lengthy and could be rewritten for conciseness. Replacing casual terms (e.g., “showed”) with more formal academic wording (e.g., “indicated” or “revealed”) will improve the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Clearly state the research question/hypothesis in the Introduction.

2. Ensure uniform formatting of units and abbreviations


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Ankita Sharma, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

