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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 review article on Soil Degradation and Climate Change Relationships is excellent, offering a comprehensive and well-structured analysis of the topic. It thoroughly covers the diverse mechanisms through which soil degradation occurs and clearly links them to climate change drivers and impacts. The depth of evidence, clarity of explanation, and integration of global research make this review a valuable resource for scientists, policymakers, and practitioners alike.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and informative, directly reflecting the core focus of the review. It effectively signals the paper’s emphasis on the interconnected processes linking soil degradation and climate change. The review article appropriately indicates a comprehensive synthesis of existing knowledge, making the scope immediately understandable to readers.

	

	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 clearly written and provides a concise, coherent summary of the entire manuscript. It highlights the key themes, findings, and implications in a well-structured manner. Overall, it effectively guides the reader by capturing the essence of the review in a brief yet comprehensive way.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with its arguments well supported by relevant literature and evidence. The methods, interpretations, and conclusions are logically presented and consistent with current scientific understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references cited is quite high and could be streamlined. It is recommended to reduce the list to around 35 or fewer by retaining only the most recent and relevant sources.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is coherent, precise, and maintains an appropriate academic tone throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-organized and comprehensive review of the relationships between soil degradation and climate change. The authors effectively synthesize current knowledge and provide clear explanations supported by relevant literature. The structure is logical, and the arguments are presented in a coherent and scientifically sound manner. While the content is strong, the reference list could be streamlined to highlight the most recent and impactful studies. Overall, the manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the field and is suitable for scholarly communication.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment                                                                                                                                                The manuscript provides a thorough and well-structured review of soil degradation in relation to climate change, demonstrating strong command of the existing literature. The discussion is clear and scientifically sound, though certain sections could benefit from further synthesis to avoid repetition. The reference list is extensive; reducing it to the most recent and relevant studies would improve focus and readability. Figures or conceptual diagrams would further strengthen the clarity of key processes and relationships. Overall, this is a valuable and timely contribution that will benefit researchers and policymakers working in soil and climate science.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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