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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic you have chosen is current and inexhaustible.

Nicely processed and written.

But of course I also have some suggestions and changes, namely the following:

1. In part 2.1, which refers to the consideration of the impact of pesticides in the soil, there is also a section where the impact of heavy metals is considered. Considering that this is not the topic of this review paper, I suggest that it be changed, and that perhaps the consideration of the synergistic effect of pesticides be introduced.

2. The images of the work are fine, but the comments or references to the images in the text are missing.

3. My opinion is that references should not be given in an abstract.

4. Key word: Agricultural sustainability, I think it should be thrown out.

5. References should be further rearranged.

6. Figure 3 is not sufficiently explained. Both labels and abbreviations are not explained.
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