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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the 

manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion 

of additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 

 
 

1. I can say. That this manuscript is important to alert the scientific community, 
about the importance of preserving knowledge of agroecological practices, 
for the future of agriculture in developing countries. 

2. The title of the article is a little long, and should be shortened with phrases 
of greater impact, without detailing the problem. My suggestion: Challenges 
and Implications for zero-budget natural agricultural in developing countries. 

3. I can say that this article is very comprehensive. A good review can reduce it 
and maintain the quality of the communication, without compromising the 
information. 

4. Yes. despite being extensive, the structure of the article is commendable, 
needing only a few adjustments. 

5. I think so. It needs to be polished a little more, but overall this manuscript 
has a scientific quality. 

6. I have no suggestions for references to add, but I can say that the references 
in this article are recent and contextualized. 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

The review article titled; Agroforestry assisted Zero Budget Natural Farming: Challenges & 
Implications for Ecosystem Restoration & Doubling the Farmers’ Income. Is a review that 
deals with the future of agroecological agriculture and the systems implemented to face the 
degradation of the environment, and the extinction of the soil microbiota. Such as (ZBNF; 
AF; NF and NBS), are successful examples of sustainable agricultural practices, practiced 
by ancestors. however, the article broadly addresses various techniques that can and 
should be adopted to preserve soil fertility, even knowing that such techniques may 
encounter resistance from local authorities, since they tend not to have the expected yield 
by farmers. I encourage authors to carefully review the article. In general, the article meets 
the requirements of the journal and can be considered for publication. 
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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part 
in the manuscript. 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 details) 
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