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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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic in sustainable agriculture by exploring the combined effects of crop rotation and diversification on soil health and productivity. Understanding these interactions is crucial for developing strategies to enhance soil fertility, improve resilience to climate stress, and reduce reliance on synthetic inputs. The review provides valuable insights into the synergistic benefits of these practices, which are essential for promoting sustainable food production systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus of the manuscript on the interactive effects of crop rotation and diversification on soil health and productivity. It is concise, informative, and accurately represents the scope of the 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 comprehensive and well-structured, effectively summarizing the key concepts and findings. It would be beneficial to include a brief mention of the methodological approach used for selecting and analyzing the literature, as this would enhance the clarity and credibility of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The keywords section is missing, which is essential for indexing and improving the discoverability of the paper.  There is no specific explanation of the materials and methods used, which limits the transparency and reproducibility of the review process. Lastly, the figures included lack captions, making it difficult for readers to fully understand and interpret the visual data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic. However, some of the cited sources are quite outdated, such as Van Oijen & Douma (2000), Kelly & Ilbery (1995), and Hazra (2001). It would strengthen the manuscript to replace or supplement these older references with more recent studies published within the last 5–10 years,


	

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


	Yes, the language of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, I recommend running the manuscript through Grammarly or similar proofreading software to correct minor grammatical errors and improve sentence structure for better clarity and readability.
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