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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.


	The study advances scientific insight into the impact of environmental gradients on carbon dynamics, aiding in the development of better strategies for ecosystem management and policies targeting reduced greenhouse gas emissions. It provides valuable empirical data on forest carbon sequestration potential in West Africa, a region often overlooked in global carbon researches.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the study is clear, brief, and scientifically acceptable.

	

	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 clear and well-organized, offering a logical progression from the research background and objectives to the methodology, results, and implications. However, it has certain limitations that could be addressed, such as clearly defining the research gap or rationale, refining and condensing the hypothesis statements, briefly outlining the data collection or analysis methods (for instance, biomass estimation techniques), and strengthening the concluding sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is scientifically sound, with conclusions well-supported by the data, offering valuable insights into carbon dynamics in tropical forests. However, it would benefit from minor clarifications and more thorough discussions regarding methodological specifics, including the statistical tests or models applied for comparing carbon stocks. Additionally, the interpretation of results could be strengthened through greater reference to and comparison with previous studies.
	

	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 sufficient and relevant to the study’s objectives. They include key works related to forest carbon stock estimation, ecosystem ecology, and climate change mitigation. However, a few references are somewhat dated, and the inclusion of more recent publications (from the past 5–7 years) would strengthen the scientific context and demonstrate engagement with current research trends. The author must change the Reference such as Gallardo , J. F. , Saavedra , J. , Martin-Patino , T. , & Millan , A. (1987), De Koning , J. ( 1983 ), Breshears , D. D. , Huxman , T. E. , Adams , H. D. , Zou , C. B. , & Davison , J. E. (2008)…..

	

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


	The manuscript's English is generally clear and comprehensible, though it lacks the refinement needed for scholarly communication. The author exhibits a strong grasp of scientific terminology and structure, but minor grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and inconsistent tense usage occasionally disrupt the flow and readability. example of grammar usage: “Estimation of carbon stock in humid forest of Banco National Park…”, “The results shows that carbon stock vary among plots” …...etc
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study demonstrates robust scientific methodology and contributes significantly to research on tropical forest carbon dynamics and with minor adjustments and enhanced language precision, the manuscript has the potential to be fit for publication. 

The introduction would benefit from a more explicit articulation of the research gap, accompanied by a compelling rationale for selecting Banco National Park as the focus of the study. 

In the methodology section, it is recommended to elaborate further on the sampling design, plot dimensions, biomass calculation formulas, and statistical approach used for analysis. 

For the results and discussion, integrating comparative insights from similar studies conducted in West Africa or other tropical regions would provide better context and strengthen the interpretation of findings. 

While the figures and tables are informative, incorporating units, legends, and clearer captions will enhance their accessibility and comprehension. 

Lastly, language editing is advised to address minor grammatical issues and refine stylistic elements for improved readability.
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