

[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear Editor
Thank you for inviting me to review a MS entitled Impact of soil biodisinfection techniques in horticultural crops on profitability within the framework of the circular economy. The study is interesting in terms of reducing the cost of agriculture system. However, I have found there are some shortcomings in the methods section and about the interpretation of the results. I would suggest the authors to write clearly whether this is the review of literature, or the experiment performed. The manuscript fails to give a clear idea of the paper. Here are a few specific comments and suggestions.   
Methods section: It is not clear that the study did any impact analysis or just reviewed the existing literature. If review this does not make a sense. 
Results and discussion section
3.1 Biodesinfection techniques: This paragraph looks like a floating one, I would suggest to shift this to methods section. At least the author could explain about the use of this section in agriculture system on the basis of published literature. From when this technique came into practice and its effectiveness in agriculture system. 
3.1.1 Soil Solarization: Is this the result of the study? I think it is suitable for introduction section.
 Line 198-207 the author is explaining the methods (must rewrite it)
3.1.2: How come description of biodisinfection in result and discussion? should reorganize…

Line 245 251 this is totally a description of the process nothing to do with results of the experiment. 

Conclusion: Line 472-473 is this concluded by the results? I did not get it…

Figure 1 smaller than figure caption difficult to read (I would suggest making bigger figure and use the legends properly, long caption difficult to follow

Table 5 is only the review of literature; it is just a review (the author could adjust somewhere in introduction)
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