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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript addresses a critical topic in sustainable agriculture, specifically the optimisation of nitrogen and nutrient management within the framework of climate-smart agriculture. The chapter provides a broad synthesis of the scientific literature on fertiliser management, nitrogen use efficiency, greenhouse gas mitigation, and policy frameworks related to sustainable nutrient stewardship. Given the growing global concerns regarding food security, environmental degradation, and climate change, the topic is highly relevant for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working in agricultural sustainability and environmental management.

However, the manuscript requires several improvements to strengthen its academic contribution. In particular, the chapter would benefit from a clearer conceptual framework, stronger methodological transparency in the literature selection process, and deeper critical synthesis of the existing literature rather than primarily descriptive summaries.
	

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

	The title is too long and somewhat redundant. Please consider “Nitrogen and Nutrient Management in Climate-Smart Agriculture: Pathways to Sustainable Fertiliser Use and 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.

	It is recommended that the authors should reduce the length of the abstract, include a brief description of the literature review methodology, and emphasise the main findings or conclusions of the synthesis.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	1. The manuscript lacks a central conceptual or analytical framework integrating nitrogen management, climate-smart agriculture, and environmental sustainability.

2. The review is largely descriptive rather than analytical, with limited critical discussion of the literature.

3. There is limited discussion of conflicting findings or methodological differences among studies.

4. The chapter would benefit from summary tables or figures that synthesise key findings across studies.

5. The methods for the literature selection section are relatively weak, lacking clear information regarding the number of studies reviewed, screening criteria, and selection procedures.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	1. Some references are relatively old, particularly in areas where more recent research is available.

2. The chapter would benefit from including additional recent studies (2020–2025) related to: digital agriculture, AI-assisted nutrient management, regenerative agriculture systems, and nitrogen footprint analysis

3. Greater inclusion of recent interdisciplinary research on sustainable food systems and nutrient circular economy approaches would strengthen the chapter.
	

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

	1. Several paragraphs are very long and dense, which may reduce clarity.
2. Some sentences are excessively complex, containing multiple ideas within a single sentence.
3. Breaking long paragraphs into smaller segments would improve readability and flow.



	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of figures or conceptual diagrams illustrating integrated nutrient management systems or climate-smart agriculture frameworks.
2. The introduction section is relatively long and could be shortened to improve focus.
3. Some sections of the manuscript are uneven in depth, with certain topics receiving extensive discussion while others receive limited attention.
4. The chapter would benefit from a clearer identification of research gaps and future research priorities.
5. A more explicit discussion of implementation challenges and barriers to adopting sustainable nutrient management practices would improve the chapter's practical relevance.



	







	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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