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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This manuscript provided valuable insights into the role of soil aggregates in particulates organic carbon (POC) sequestration in mangrove and rice ecosystems, which are critical for understanding the carbon dynamics in the costal regions. The study revealed that the differences in aggregates stability and POC sequestration between these ecosystems contributing to boarder discussion on climate change mitigation and soil health. The finding is particularly relevant for policymakers and researcher focused on sustainable land management and carbon storage strategies in deltaic like the Sundarbans. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Impacts of soil aggregates on particulate organic carbon sequestration in mangrove and rice ecosystems of the Sundarban delta” 
	

	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.


	This abstract is comprehensive and excellent but could be improved by briefly mentioning the keyfindings of this study, such as the higher stability of aggregate in rice systems compared to mangroves and the role of microbial activity in POC sequestration. Additionally, the abstract should explicitly state the significance of the study for carbon storage and climate change mitigation. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically excellent with a strong methodology and clear presentation of key results. The discussion section aligns well with the previous literature and the conclusion also supported the data. The statistical analysis section could be expended to include more details about the significance levels and interaction. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Manuscript scientifically correct but add most recent studies. And more citation on microbial activity in aggregation formation.
	

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


	The language is suitable for research communication through minor grammatical and stylistic edits could be enhanced clarity.  Some sentences are very lengthy and could be split for clear readability.  
	

	Optional/General comments


	the manuscript is well written and structured, but the tables and figures could be more clearly labelled and referenced in the text for better understanding. Additionally, a brief mention the limitations of the study add to discussion. 
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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