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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely topic, as agricultural soils are increasingly discussed in climate mitigation and soil health strategies. The review is useful because it brings together biophysical, socioeconomic, and policy aspects in one place. It provides updated evidence and helps readers understand both the opportunities and the limits of soil carbon sequestration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 clear and well-written. It could be slightly improved by adding one sentence that highlights the main overall conclusion that soil carbon sequestration has real but context-dependent and finite potential.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The arguments are balanced, the evidence is up to date, and the authors clearly acknowledge uncertainties and limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and include many recent and relevant studies. No additional references are necessary.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear and suitable for a scholarly review. Only minor wording improvements could be considered but nothing major.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A simple summary table or visual figure could help readers quickly compare the main pathways and barriers, but this is optional.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues were found. This is a review article based on published literature.
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