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	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 manuscript provides important insights into how different block plantation systems influence soil organic carbon (SOC) levels in South Gujarat. It highlights the role of species like *Albizzia procera* and *Tectona grandis* in enhancing SOC, especially in the topsoil layer. The findings are valuable for promoting sustainable land use practices and guiding future carbon sequestration strategies.
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	revision focusing on grammar, sentence structure, and concise expression is needed to enhance readability and meet academic standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	As the data was collected in 2014–15, I suggest incorporating a comparison with recent SOC data to assess decadal changes and maintain the study’s relevance. Without this, the work may appear outdated. Moreover, since the plantations were established in different years, variations in tree age could influence SOC accumulation. Accounting for plantation age is essential to draw valid, species-specific conclusions
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