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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 is very important for the scientific community, as it offers a deep and comprehensive analysis of a sustainable, economically viable and environmentally friendly solution to one of the most acute environmental problems in agriculture - stubble burning. The document considers Pusa Decomposer technology, its mechanism, efficiency, economic and environmental benefits. It brings together existing research and data, providing a comprehensive review that can help form policy and promote the wider implementation of environmentally friendly technology in the agricultural sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title «A Thorought Analysis of Crop Stubble Burning Mitigation Using Pusa Decomposer: A Comprehensive Review» is completely suitable because it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript as a comprehensive review.
	

	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 is exhaustive and contains all the key aspects of the study, including the problem, the proposed solution, its advantages, economic feasibility and problems of implementation. There are no suggestions on adding or deleting information.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It is based on field tests that demonstrate the efficiency of Pusa Decomposer technology. Data on decomposition speed (70-80%for 20-25 days), reduction of air pollution (80%), increase in organic carbon content in soil (5-15%) and economic feasibility of introducing this technology (net profit 4 000-6 000 INR/ha) are reinforced with references to authoritative sources. The manuscript is prepared as a review article on the basis of available scientific data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The links are sufficient and relevant, only 10% of the quotation of research by 2020.
	

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


	The quality of language and English is quite acceptable for scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article is a valuable contribution to the literature on agricultural waste management. It provides a comprehensive analysis of Pusa Decomposer, comparing it with other technologies, both mechanical and thermal. Clear structure and data, including tables and graphs, makes the article easy to understand and very informative.
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