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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical and timely topic in agricultural science by comprehensively reviewing sustainable farming practices that enhance both crop yields and soil vitality. As global food demand increases alongside environmental degradation, such an integrated synthesis of ecological, agronomic, and technological strategies offers valuable insights for policymakers, researchers, and practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is relevant and reflects the manuscript’s focus.
	

	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 effectively outlines the topic and relevance of sustainable agricultural practices but would benefit from greater specificity and impact. It should briefly incorporate key quantitative findings from the review (e.g., yield increases, soil organic matter improvements) to strengthen its scientific value. A short mention of the scope and breadth of literature analyzed would add credibility, while clarifying the novelty, such as the integration of traditional and emerging practices linking crop yield and soil health, would enhance its significance. The concluding sentence could be refined to clearly highlight the central message: balancing short-term productivity with long-term ecological sustainability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in its core message and grounded in relevant literature: it correctly identifies key sustainable practices (crop rotation, cover cropping, conservation tillage, organic farming, IPM, agroforestry, precision agriculture) and accurately summarizes many reported benefits to soil health and crop yields
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally relevant, but there are issues with accuracy, formatting, and recency that need attention. For example, Pimentel et al. (2018) [28] in the text does not match the reference list, which shows “pimmentel…2005” with incomplete details and a misspelled author name. Similarly, Wang et al. (2002) [15] is cited as a meta-analysis, but reference [15] lists “Zhang, Wang & Wang” on precision agriculture, suggesting a mismatch. In addition, several entries such as Pittelkow et al. (2015) [14] and Powlson et al. (2014) [58] lack complete bibliographic information (volume, issue, pages, DOI). The manuscript should ensure that in-text citations using the numbering in square brackets correspond exactly to the correct author(s) and year, and that all reference list entries are complete and consistent with the journal’s style. Incorporating a few more recent studies from 2022–2024 on climate resilience, soil biodiversity, and digital agriculture would also improve currency.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the intended scientific content; however, it requires refinement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. While technical terms are used appropriately, there are instances of awkward phrasing, repetitive wording, and inconsistent tense usage that reduce readability. Some sentences are overly long and could be restructured for clarity and conciseness. Minor grammatical issues, such as incorrect article usage (“a integrated strategy” should be “an integrated strategy” in the abstract) and subject–verb agreement errors, are present. Additionally, transitional flow between sections could be improved to enhance coherence. With careful copyediting for grammar, style, and sentence structure, the manuscript can achieve the polished tone expected in academic publications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic, providing a comprehensive review of sustainable agricultural practices and their effects on crop productivity and soil health. Its structured approach, covering specific practices such as crop rotation, cover cropping, conservation tillage, organic farming, IPM, agroforestry, and precision agriculture, makes it a useful reference for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners. However, several improvements are recommended to enhance its scholarly value: clarify the literature survey methodology, correct citation mismatches and ensure consistency between in-text citations and the reference list, update the review with more recent studies (2022–2025), and refine the language for academic precision. There is also noticeable redundancy, particularly in sections like Crop Rotation and Organic Farming, where similar benefits are repeated in multiple parts of the manuscript; these should be consolidated to improve conciseness and avoid repetition. Removal of irrelevant statements (e.g., “Informed consent” for animal experiments in a review article) and improvement of logical flow between sections will further strengthen the manuscript. With these revisions, the article will have stronger clarity, accuracy, and impact for the scientific community.
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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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