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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.


	Inceptisols are relatively young soil with low fertility and high susceptibility to degradation. Conventional farming, standard package of practices, organic farming, zero budget natural farming, climate resilient farming etc can improve soil structure, nutrient use efficiency, microbial activity and environmental sustainability. Integration of different farming practices is crucial for improving soybean productivity and quality while maintaining soil health in fragile inceptisol ecosystem under changing climate scenario. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable enough.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Rationale of the study is not clear in introduction section. Moreover, the hypothesis of study is missing. 
Material and methods section is very important and should be very clear that someone can repeat this study without any external aid.  Treatment details are not clear enough. Husbandry practices used to grow crop are totally missing. Procedures to record data and analysis part are missing. Authors should expand details of statistical analysis. For example, what type of ANOVA was used, and how individual and interaction effects were interpreted. 
In current discussion form logical explanations are not well written. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Old and a very few literatures are cited; more studies from last five years should be referred.
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