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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.


	This review article is very interesting because it compiles and organizes current information on the use of mulching, a very useful technique for modern and sustainable agriculture. Its importance lies in the fact that it not only analyzes how to improve fruit yields but also places a strong emphasis on soil health and water conservation, critical issues in the face of climate change. The work is valuable to the scientific community because it clearly compares the benefits of organic versus inorganic materials, offering a useful guide for researchers and farmers seeking to reduce chemical use, optimize natural resources, and make fruit production more efficient and environmentally friendly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is accurate, as it clearly defines the technique being studied (mulching), the improvement in fruit production, and the soil quality. Furthermore, by including the term 'sustainable strategy,' it correctly positions the work within current trends in organic agriculture. I do not consider it necessary to suggest an alternative, as the current title perfectly fulfills its academic purpose.
	

	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 summary is well-structured. It effectively presents the main points of the review: the growing demand for horticultural products, the importance of mulching for productivity, and the comparison between organic and inorganic materials.

Suggestions: Provide more specific findings: Although it mentions that black polyethylene is efficient in reducing evaporation and rice straw in improving fruit quality, the summary would be stronger if it included some relevant quantitative data derived from the review (for example, average percentages of water savings or yield increases mentioned in the body of the text). It would also be helpful to briefly indicate how many studies or what time period was analyzed to give an idea of ​​the depth of the research.

I don't think it's necessary to remove any points, as the information presented is relevant and flows naturally.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents a well-founded review of mulching practices. The information is logically organized, beginning with the basic principles of mulching and progressing to detailed comparisons between different materials. In the theoretical framework, the explanations of how mulching modifies the soil microclimate (temperature, moisture, and microbial activity) align with established principles in modern agronomy. A good comparison of materials is provided, differentiating between organic mulches (such as wheat straw or compost) and inorganic mulches (polyethylene), detailing the advantages and disadvantages of each for soil structure.

Overall, the conclusions are systematically derived from the reviewed literature, and the final comparative table summarizes the scientific findings of the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the bibliographic references are well-selected, covering a wide range of studies from the basic principles of mulching to highly specific research in fruit crops, the following suggestions should be considered:

While the bibliography is solid, the article would benefit from the inclusion of more studies published in the last 3 to 5 years (2020-2025), especially regarding bioplastics and biodegradable mulches, as this is currently the area of ​​greatest innovation.

It would be valuable to include some additional references (geographic diversity) on the use of mulch in specific arid or tropical climates, to give the review a more global perspective.

In conclusion, the current bibliographic base supports the claims in the text, but a small effort to cite cutting-edge research from the last two years would add significant value.
	

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


	Although the level is very high, it is recommended to review the punctuation in some particularly long sentences in the 'Effects on the Soil' section to ensure that the main message is not lost in the description of multiple benefits. Overall, the manuscript is ready for academic communication without requiring significant changes to the language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a comprehensive literature review that effectively balances theory with practical results in various fruit crops. To enhance its practical value, it is recommended to include a brief discussion of the economic viability or comparative costs of organic and plastic mulching.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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