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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 
 

The manuscript provides data on the main characteristics of conservation tillage (CT) and its 
effect on soil properties. It also explains its different mechanisms for improving soil properties. 
This shows the positive effect of conservation tillage suggesting that conservation tillage 
technique can improve the productivity of several crops. This shows the positive effect of 
conservation tillage suggesting that this technique can improve the productivity of several 
crops. It is a sustainable and reliable agronomic practice because it is important and ensures 
the preservation of the quality of groundwater and surface water resources. 
 

 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 The title is suitable if it is a chapter of a book. But as an article I sugget : Bibliographic synthetis on 
Role of Conservation Tillage Practices in Sustainable Agricultural Systems. 

 

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 does not mention the purpose of the study or the methods of investigation used to 
achieve it. It does not provide information about what is done in the study and only describes the 
importance and benefits of soil and water resource conservation in general. It gives the impression 
of being simply a literature review. Considered as a chapter of a book, it is complete. Unfortunately, 
it is not appropriate to write an abstract for a chapter of a book. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 
 Yes the subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate but for a chapter of a book 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The statements mentioned in the manuscript confirm findings made during experiments that were 
conducted in several countries. The cited bibliographic references testify to this on the one hand and 

the observations made on our experimental fields also confirm them. The scientific quality of the 
document also lies in the fact that it took into account the important types of soil characterization but 

also the impacts on the environment and on the emission of greenhouse gases. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references are sufficient and most are recent 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Yes the language quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications 

 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
  

The manuscript should clearly state the objective, materials, methods, results and discussion of the 
study. 
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PART  2:  

 

 
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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