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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.


	The research related to environmental conservation and management, if documented well with proper analysis using techniques and analysis is worth important, similarly the topics of research like soil organic carbon research and forest management and its implications is invaluable for the scientific community to understand the behavioural mechanism of nature and geogenic changes. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I would prefer authors to change the topic to some scientific modified topics like the have utilized the methodologies and equations and also performed analysis so it must be related to the Comparative analysis or others. 
	

	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.


	In abstract, lines 7-10 is referring to the preface of the research, highlighted in yellow. Lines 10-13, highlighted in blue, the aim and objective of the study. Lines 13-17, referring to the methodology of study, highlighted in green – but methodology needs refinements in terms of what type of software are utilized and their importance. Results highlighted in grey are acceptable. 
Your abstract lacks the significance of the work, novelty of the work (why your work is novel?) and future implications. The highlighted brown part in your abstract looks more than the significance rather than your own findings. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but it’s an average written manuscript, needs and require the second process of revision. 
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	References are not according to the guidelines and not properly utilized using EndNote or Mendeley software. I suggest authors to revise their whole manuscript and align their references according to suggested citation software’s in APA 7th Ed. 
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	Not Acceptable for a scientific publications, but there are many grammar mistakes so need to revise the work. 
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