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	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.


	It is an interesting one. For the scientific community, the topic of carbon sequestration in Ghana is important because it provides region-specific empirical evidence from a data-scarce tropical environment. It helps improve understanding of carbon dynamics across forests, soils, and coastal ecosystems under rapid land-use and climate change. The research contributes to refining carbon accounting models and reducing uncertainties in global carbon budgets. It also enables interdisciplinary integration of climate science, ecology, geography, and socio-economic studies. Overall, it strengthens the scientific basis for translating local findings into global climate mitigation strategies.
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	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The study, in its present form, lacks sufficient scientific rigor and transparency. The authors have not clearly stated the total number of articles reviewed, which is essential for assessing the breadth, representativeness, and reliability of the literature synthesis. Furthermore, the methodological framework adopted for article selection, screening, and analysis has not been adequately described. In particular, the absence of a PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses) framework raises concerns regarding reproducibility, selection bias, and the overall robustness of the review. The authors are therefore strongly encouraged to explicitly outline the search strategy, inclusion and exclusion criteria, databases consulted, screening process, and final sample size, supported by a PRISMA flow diagram. Incorporating these methodological details would significantly strengthen the scientific validity, transparency, and credibility of the study.
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