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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 provides valuable information regarding the effects of various types of organic fertilizers on soil aggregate stability and the storage of organic carbon bound within the aggregates in a long-term experimental field in subtropical India. These findings contribute to the understanding of the mechanisms of soil quality improvement through organic matter utilization, which is relevant in the context of sustainable agriculture and climate change mitigation. Findings on the relationship between organic fertilizer application, aggregate formation, and carbon storage can also inform soil management recommendations to maintain productivity while enhancing carbon sequestration. Furthermore, the long-term data presented are valuable because they are relatively rare and highly needed in studies of the dynamics of soil physical and chemical properties.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In general, the title is quite clear and reflects the contents of the manuscript, namely the focus on organic fertilizer, soil aggregate stability, and aggregate-associated organic carbon in long-term experiments.
	

	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 already includes a brief background, objectives, general methods, main results, and conclusions. However, several points could be clarified:

More specificity should be given to the main organic fertilizer type and comparison treatment (e.g., chemical NPK, no-fertilizer control) to immediately familiarize the reader with the context of the experiment.

Key quantitative values ​​(e.g., percentage increase in aggregate stability or organic carbon content) should be included to emphasize the significance of the results.

The final conclusion sentence could be more concisely summarized, emphasizing practical implications for soil management and carbon sequestration.

Overall, the abstract is good, but it would be stronger with some additional numerical data and a more refined conclusion sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, the experimental design, parameter measurements (aggregate stability, aggregate fraction, and aggregate-bound organic carbon), and statistical analysis appear to conform to soil science research standards. The interpretation of the results is also generally logical and consistent with the theory that the addition of organic matter enhances the formation of stable aggregates and soil carbon accumulation.

Some notes:

It would have been better if the authors had explained the experimental design in more detail (e.g., RAK/RAKL, number of replications, plot size) in the Methods section to increase transparency.

Explanations regarding climatic conditions and soil type need to be clarified as they significantly influence the generalizability of the results.

In the discussion section, the relationship between the results of this study and previous studies could be deepened, for example by outlining the biological and physical mechanisms of aggregate formation triggered by organic fertilizer.

Overall, however, there are no fundamental scientific errors apparent in the presentation of the data and the conclusions drawn.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliography includes a combination of classic references and some recent sources relevant to the topics of soil quality, aggregate stability, and soil organic carbon. However, it could be improved by adding some recent references (from the last 5–10 years) that address:

Aggregate stability studies under organic management and conservation agriculture systems.

Literature on soil carbon sequestration and the role of aggregate fractions in carbon storage.
	

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


	In general, the English in the manuscript is understandable and clear, although there are still some grammatical errors, word choice, and unnatural sentence structure. Some paragraphs, especially in the introduction and discussion sections, tend to be excessively long.

It is recommended:

Have the language edited by a native speaker or a professional proofreading service.

Break very long sentences into 2–3 shorter sentences to make them easier for the reader.

Align the use of technical terms (e.g., “aggregate stability,” “macro-aggregate,” “micro-aggregate”) for consistency throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The tables and figures are informative, but the titles and captions could be clarified so that readers can understand them directly without having to return to the main text.

It would be helpful if the author added a simple conceptual scheme illustrating the relationship between organic fertilizer application, soil biota activity, aggregate formation, and carbon storage.

The conclusions are sound, but could be strengthened with practical points explaining management recommendations for farmers or land managers.
Considering the scientific quality, clarity of presentation, and completeness of references, I believe this manuscript is worthy of publication consideration after revision.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

“There are no ethical issues that I found in this manuscript.”
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