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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.


	Stone bunds are widely used in the Sahel, but the effect of their spacing on soil fertility is not well-documented. This study fills a knowledge gap.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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.


	Yes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. But there are some points: Journals with high impact (like Agricultural Water Management or Soil & Tillage Research) often expect broader datasets, multi-season trials, or stronger mechanistic insights.

The study seems limited to one site and one season. Replication across different environments would strengthen its impact.

Statistical Analysis

Some results (especially microbiological) are not significant, yet discussed as trends. This weakens conclusions.

Consider using mixed models or regression analyses instead of only ANOVA + Tukey, especially for gradient data.

Writing & Language

The manuscript contains English grammar and style issues (e.g., “the experimental design included three plots where stone bunds were installed” could be clearer).

Sentences are sometimes long and need tightening for clarity.

Abstract should be shortened and more concise (currently a bit descriptive).

Figures and Tables

Some results are presented in text but would be clearer with better graphs (error bars, statistical significance).

Ensure all tables follow the target journal’s formatting.

Discussion Section

Needs deeper comparison with international literature (e.g., studies on contour bunds, terracing, or soil fertility gradients outside Burkina Faso).

Currently, it mostly cites Burkina Faso–based work. To reach an international audience, broaden the discussion.

Conclusion

Should be more forward-looking: link findings to climate change adaptation, food security, and sustainable land management policies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No.
	

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


	Good
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Improve English editing and conciseness.

 Strengthen statistical analysis (consider regression models, effect sizes).

Add figures with error bars and better visual comparisons.

Expand discussion to global literature.

Frame the study’s practical implications more strongly (policy relevance, farmer adoption, scaling up).
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