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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical area of research, particularly in the context of mitigating climate change through sustainable agricultural practices. The focus on carbon sequestration in soil is of immense importance to the scientific community, as it directly links soil management strategies to global efforts in reducing atmospheric carbon dioxide levels. The detailed exploration of various resource conservation practices offers valuable insights that can guide future research and practical applications in sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "ASSESSING THE CARBON SEQUESTRATION POTENTIAL OF RESOURCE CONSERVATION PRACTICES," is somewhat vague and does not accurately reflect the content of the manuscript. A more precise title could be: "Evaluating the Impact of Resource Conservation Practices on Soil Carbon Sequestration in Agricultural Lands."
	

	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 provides a broad overview of the study but could be improved by including more specific details, such as key findings and the significance of the results. This will help readers quickly grasp the main contributions of the work. Consider highlighting the methods used, the main results, and the implications for future research or practice.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	yes
	

	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 manuscript is scientifically sound
	

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

-
	The references are adequate but could be updated to include more recent studies, particularly those published in the last five years.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The manuscript is generally well-written but would benefit from a careful proofreading to correct minor grammatical errors and improve the clarity of some sentences.
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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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