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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 study gives empirical data showing the adverse effect of pesticide usage on the soil ecosystem . The area of study operates a type of agricultural system that has not been adequately reported in literature when it comes to ecotoxicity. So, this, coupled with the method adopted makes it an important study for the scientific community.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good enough. However, the use of the word  ‘modifies’ should be replaced with ‘alters’. Modification implies that there was a deliberate change arising from the use of pesticide. But, this is not the case, as the changes observed were not caused intentionally. Hence, the word, ‘alters’ is better suited.
	

	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.


	It  has clearly captured the fundamental components of a good abstract: the aim, methodology, major findings, and conclusion. However, the ‘study design’, ‘place and duration’ of study are not necessary. The Aim has captured part of this, making it repetitive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, it is robust and technically sound.. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and many of the citations have a five-year gap, which shows they are quite recent. Though, in the methodology some of the cited methods are old. However, there is the need for consistency in the citation style. There is a mixture of APA 7th edition and APA 6th edition, especially in citation formatting of ‘et al’
	

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


	The author has been quite clear and has communicated his ideas well. However, some minor typographical errors need to be corrected.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Generally, the manuscript is good for publication
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