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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 topic is relevant to addresses a significant knowledge gap regarding the below-ground biomass distribution of Vitellaria paradoxa in semi-arid parkland systems. Root biomass data are critically underrepresented in ecosystem and carbon-stock assessments, and the findings from this work will contribute to more accurate carbon accounting models, particularly in dryland agroforestry landscapes. The research also provides valuable ecological insights into shea tree resource allocation strategies, which are essential for understanding tree resilience, productivity, and long-term sustainability under changing environmental conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate; however, I would also suggest the following alternative for consideration: ‘Root Biomass Distribution in Shea Tree (Vitellaria paradoxa) Parklands of the Southern Sudanian Zone, Burkina Faso.’
	

	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 well-structured and clearly presented; however, minor revisions are needed. Please specify the exact distances (in meters) between the two sampling points under the canopy and outside the canopy.
· Please review and correct grammatical errors throughout the abstract. 
· Please use standard weight measurement units, such as t/ha or Mg/ha, for consistency and clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is scientifically sound and well written. The methodology and presentation of results are clear and logical. Overall, the work is of good quality and suitable for consideration after minor revisions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the cited references are outdated. Please incorporate more recent and relevant publications to strengthen the scientific foundation of the manuscript. This will help ensure that the study reflects current knowledge and advances in the field.
	

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


	The overall writing style and language quality of the manuscript are generally good. However, several sections require language refinement to improve clarity. Please review the manuscript carefully and correct grammatical errors throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important ecological topic; however, it requires major revisions before it can be considered for acceptance. Key concerns include a inconsistent introduction supported largely by outdated citations, insufficient description of the study site, methodological ambiguities, inadequate citation support, and numerous grammatical errors throughout the manuscript. If these substantial issues are thoroughly addressed particularly by strengthening the introduction, updating references, improving language clarity, and providing transparent methodological explanations, the manuscript may be suitable for publication after rigorous revision.
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