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	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.


	The authors of this manuscript helped shed more light on the role of Dicyandiamide (DCD) in mitigating nitrification in tropical soils which is an important process that influences nitrogen loss and greenhouse gas emissions in the agricultural sector. Findings from their research could contribute to the optimization of nitrogen management strategies in tropical agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the research is ok AS IS. Authors can consider this alternative: Optimizing Nitrification Inhibition in Tropical Soils: The Role of Dicyandiamide Across Soil Types and Conditions
	

	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 can be improved. Authors should consider adding a brief problem statement or background that highlights the specific challenges of tropical soils such as high nitrogen losses due to rapid nitrification and leaching under warm, moist conditions. This would clarify why optimizing DCD use is particularly important in these regions and help frame the study’s relevance more clearly for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The authors’ work demonstrates scientific accuracy and logical coherence. They used well-established methods (which they documented) to investigate the effectiveness of DCD in their studied soils. Their approach to data and statistical analysis was ok and great that they did mean comparison for the treatments using the Tukey post-hoc test. The results from their study are presented clearly and consistently, and the conclusions are well-supported by the data.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally recent and relevant as they helped discuss current research on nitrification inhibition and tropical soil management. The inclusion of older references in the methods section is appropriate, as they document long-standing, validated analytical techniques that remain standard in the field. Overall, the reference list supports the study well, though the addition of a few recent meta-analyses or region-specific studies on DCD performance in tropical systems could further strengthen the literature base. Consider these studies: https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11356-023-26318-5 and https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11104-014-2107-8
	

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


	The English language quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. The text is readable and accessible to a broad academic audience, and the authors’ writing style is logical, concise, and well-structured. Minor improvements in phrasing or grammar could enhance clarity in a few places, but overall, the manuscript meets the standards expected for publication in scientific journals. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	Great work by the authors. The study is well-conceived and clearly presented. I commend the effort and wish the authors all the best in their publication journey.
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