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	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.


	This manuscript addresses the impact of stone bunds and grass strips on soil fertility and crop yields, providing valuable insights into farmers’ perceptions. It highlights practical solutions for combating land degradation, which is a major challenge in sub-Saharan Africa. The findings can inform future soil management strategies and sustainable agricultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Producers' perception of the contribution of stone bunds and their association with grass strips in improving soil fertility in the Koundougou commune”, is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main focus of the study: the impact of CES/DRS techniques on soil fertility and farmers’ perceptions. However, it is somewhat long and could be slightly streamlined for clarity. A concise alternative could be: “Farmers’ Perceptions of Stone Bunds and Grass Strips in Enhancing Soil Fertility in Koundougou, Burkina Faso”. This keeps the main elements while improving readability.

	

	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 is generally comprehensive and covers the background, objectives, study area, methodology, key results, and farmers’ perceptions. However, some points could be clarified or refined for better readability. Specifically, the duration and location of the study should be stated more clearly and concisely, and the terminology should be standardized (e.g., use “stone bunds” instead of “stone cordons” and “CES/DRS techniques” instead of “CES/DRS works”). The last sentence regarding farmers’ perceptions could be made more concise to enhance clarity. No major additions are needed, but minor language refinements would improve the overall quality.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The study design, methodology, data collection, and statistical analysis are appropriate and consistent with the research objectives. The results are clearly presented, well-supported by data, and discussed in relation to relevant literature. Overall, the study provides reliable and valid insights into the impact of CES/DRS techniques on soil fertility and crop yields.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, covering both regional studies and global literature on soil and water conservation techniques. Most cited studies are within the last 15–20 years, although a few more recent publications (last 5–7 years) on CES/DRS impacts could strengthen the discussion. Overall, the referencing is adequate to support the study’s objectives and findings.

	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally understandable and conveys the main ideas. Some sentences are long or slightly awkward, and minor grammatical or stylistic improvements are needed for clarity and smoother readability. Additionally, some table column labels (e.g., “Fréquency”) should be standardized for consistency. Overall, the article is suitable for scholarly communication after minor language and terminology refinements.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides a well-designed and valuable study on the impact of stone bunds and grass strips on soil fertility and crop yields in Burkina Faso, combining quantitative data with farmers’ perceptions. The study is scientifically sound and contributes meaningfully to sustainable agriculture research. Future work could include direct measurements of soil chemical properties and discuss the long-term sustainability of CES/DRS interventions. Minor refinements in the presentation of results would further improve readability.
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