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	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.


	The manuscript addresses the role of compost in improving soil physicochemical and biological properties, which is a topic of continued relevance for sustainable agriculture. However, its current form does not sufficiently highlight recent advances in compost science, especially those published in the last decade, when significant breakthroughs in compost quality, microbial consortia, and climate-smart organic amendments have been reported. A more comprehensive synthesis of contemporary research would greatly enhance the contribution of this review to the scientific community. Strengthening the discussion with clearer comparisons between compost effects on annual vs. perennial crops would also improve its utility for researchers and practitioners.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable in general but lacks specificity and does not fully reflect the scope of the review. A more precise title is recommended:

Suggested Title: “Recent Advances and Applications of Compost in Soil Health and Crop Productivity: A Comprehensive Review”
This title better represents the content expected in a modern scientific review and signals the integration of updated research.


	

	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 too brief and does not meet the minimum length of 150 words required for a scientific review manuscript. It lacks essential elements such as:

1. A clear rationale for why compost is important today (environmental impact, sustainable farming, circular economy).

2. A concise summary of methods used for collecting and synthesizing previous literature.

3. Key findings from the review, including specific effects on soil properties, microbial activity, and crop productivity.

4. A concluding statement that emphasizes the scientific and practical implications.

The keywords do not reflect the dominant terms used in the subject area. Terms such as soil health, nutrient cycling, compost application, sustainable agriculture, organic amendments are strongly recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents some scientifically correct concepts; however, the discussion is too limited and focuses primarily on organic matter without addressing other crucial soil parameters such as soil texture, pH buffering, cation exchange capacity, salinity reduction, nutrient mineralization patterns, and carbon sequestration. The manuscript must clearly distinguish between the subchapters, especially between soil physical, chemical, and biological properties. Several statements require clarification and updated empirical support. Additionally, comparisons between compost effects on seasonal (annual) vs. perennial crops are expected for a comprehensive review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely outdated, with many sources older than 10–15 years. A modern review article should integrate references from the last 8–10 years. It is recommended to update the reference list with recent publications (2015–2024) and include DOI numbers for all articles. Several outdated theories (e.g., generalized claims that compost always improves yield quantity) must be revised with more nuanced interpretations from recent literature
	

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


	The manuscript requires substantial language improvement. Many paragraphs are repetitive, too brief, or lack critical explanation. Sentences should be scientifically structured, logically connected, and grammatically consistent. Ensuring uniform formatting (justified text, consistent table titles, centered main title) is necessary for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction should be expanded using the 5W+1H structure (What, Why, Who, When, Where, How) to clearly define the context and importance of compost in modern agriculture.

2. The section “Different types of compost and their uses” must be clarified, especially distinguishing it from subsequent applications.

3. Figures and tables should follow journal formatting standards and be referenced properly in the text.

4. The manuscript would benefit from a section summarizing major research gaps and future directions.

5. Discussions should integrate critical analysis rather than listing studies.

6. Please justify all text, adjust spacing, align references, and follow uniform style across all subheadings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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