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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 manuscript provides a basis for meeting research gaps in experiments related to the use of biochar as soil amendment
· The manuscript shows the evolvement and increase in the relevance of biochar overtime, emphasizing its positive long-term impacts on soil health

· The manuscript discusses the use of Total Link Strength (TLS) and H-index which emphasizes its relevance in the assessment of research quality 
· 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article depicts its content and purpose. 
	

	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 number of documents reviewed should be mentioned and the software used in the analysis. It is mentioned in the main manuscript but it needs to be included in the abstract too. The phrase “with China was leading” shouldn’t include “was”. Received highest number of citations, “the” should be included before highest. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the analysis method were clearly stated and supported with relevant literature. 
Pictures depicting process of biochar production should be referenced properly

The use of period (.) after et al. in the in-text citation was not consistent. This should be corrected 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent (with more than half been within 2020 – 2024) and sufficient as 54 references were cited in total.
	

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


	Yes, the language/ English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author did well by comparing the findings of different authors, especially recent ones
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)


	


Reviewer details:

KAREEM, Mariam Olamide, New Mexico State University, United States
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


