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	[bookmark: PART__1:_Comments]PART 1: Comments

	
	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 issue in sustainable agriculture by analyzing the decline of fallow lands in Turkey, highlighting its implications for soil health, water resources, and long-term food security in semi-arid regions. It provides valuable empirical data on land-use shifts, which can inform policy-makers in similar agro- ecological zones globally, such as in the Mediterranean or Middle East, where intensification pressures are intensifying due to climate change. The study's recommendations for "smart fallow" systems and conservation agriculture offer practical pathways to balance productivity with environmental resilience, contributing to the broader discourse on agroecological transitions. Overall, it underscores the need for evidence-based strategies to mitigate degradation risks, making it relevant for researchers in agronomy, environmental science, and resource
management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly captures the core theme of strategic land-use changes, fallow decline, and intensification. No alternative suggested.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_abstract_of_the_article_comprehen]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, summarizing the key findings, methods, implications, and recommendations effectively. However, it could be improved by adding a brief mention of the data limitations and explicitly stating the study's originality in spatial analysis at NUTS-1 level.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_manuscript_scientifically,_correc]Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its use of official TurkStat data, logical analysis of trends, and discussion of sustainability trade-offs. The interpretations align with established agroecological principles, though the analysis is mostly descriptive and could benefit from statistical tests to strengthen causal claims.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are somewhat limited in number (only 14 cited), which is relatively few for a comprehensive study on a broad topic like land-use transformation and sustainability in Turkish agriculture. Additionally, several sources are quite old (e.g., from 2004, 2009, and 2010), potentially missing recent advancements in areas such as climate-resilient farming, advanced spatial modeling, and policy impacts on intensification. Updating with newer publications would strengthen the manuscript's relevance and depth.
	

	[bookmark: Is_the_language/English_quality_of_the_a]Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is generally suitable but requires minor polishing for clarity and flow. Some sentences are lengthy and repetitive, with occasional awkward phrasing.
	

	[bookmark: Optional/General_comments]Optional/General comments
	· Strengthen the methods section by adding details on potential statistical analyses.
· Include actual figures/charts instead of descriptions.
· Expand the discussion with quantitative risk assessments or climate scenarios.
· Add a limitations section to acknowledge data scope inconsistencies.
· Ensure consistency in units (e.g., "decares" vs. "da") and rounding of figures.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues identified. The study uses publicly available official data and appears transparent in methodology.
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