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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides a comprehensive and timely synthesis of recent technological advances in soil nutrient management with direct relevance to sustainable agriculture and global food security. By integrating precision agriculture tools, nanotechnology, biological innovations, and digital decision-support systems, the review bridges soil science, agronomy, and data-driven agriculture. The discussion is particularly valuable for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners seeking scalable strategies to improve nutrient use efficiency while minimizing environmental externalities. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to ongoing discourse on regenerative and climate-smart agricultural systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable, informative, and reflects the scope and interdisciplinary nature of the manuscript. It clearly conveys the focus on food security, technological innovation, soil nutrient management, and sustainability. However, the title is relatively long; a slightly more concise version may enhance readability without losing meaning.

Suggested alternative (optional):
Technological Advances in Soil Nutrient Management for Sustainable Agricultural Productivity and Global Food Security

	

	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 technically rich, clearly outlining the scope, methodologies reviewed, and the broader implications for sustainability and food security. It effectively highlights advanced concepts such as precision nutrient management, digital twins, nanofertilizers, and biological interventions. However, the abstract is dense and may benefit from slight simplification for broader accessibility. Reducing excessive technical jargon and explicitly stating the key outcomes or recommendations would further strengthen clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-grounded in current soil science, agronomy, and agricultural engineering literature. The concepts, frameworks, and technological tools discussed are accurate and reflect recent advancements. The integration of nutrient cycles, environmental impacts, and emerging technologies is coherent and logically presented. Minor clarifications in some sections (e.g., assumptions behind efficiency estimates or modeling approaches) would further improve scientific transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely up to date, with a strong emphasis on recent literature (2023–2025). The manuscript demonstrates good coverage of high-quality journals and interdisciplinary sources. Inclusion of a few more region-specific case studies or large-scale field validation studies could further strengthen practical relevance, but overall the reference list is adequate.
	

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


	The language quality is generally good and appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses precise scientific terminology and maintains a formal academic tone. Minor grammatical refinements and sentence restructuring in a few sections would improve readability, particularly where long, complex sentences are used.
	

	Optional/General comments


	·  The review is well-structured and logically organized.

·  Tables are informative, but clearer captions and brief interpretive summaries would improve reader comprehension.

·  A short section explicitly outlining future research directions and policy implications would enhance the manuscript’s impact.

·  Overall, the manuscript demonstrates strong scholarly merit and relevance.

The manuscript is scientifically robust, comprehensive, and relevant. Only minor revisions related to language clarity, abstract conciseness, and presentation are required before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. The manuscript is a review article based on published literature and does not involve human or animal experimentation.
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