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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.


	The article is a review of pressures on soil organic carbon (SOC), country-level strategies and data comparisons among the countries in Southeast Asia, and primary data is presented by a survey of the target scientists and the workshops. The section of Materials and Methods describes systematic literature synthesis, maps comparisons, and the survey, which is a hybrid study. The findings are syntheses of mainstream reports, national policies, and scientific literature, which is in keeping with review paper features.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be shortened to, “Aligning mainstream and scientific knowledge: Threats and strategies for Carbon sequestration in Southeast Asian Countries”.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is well composed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper lacks a strong theoretical clarity. The concept of “carbon sequestration” is used loosely without clear definitions. The methods section is thin or absent. It is unclear how data were collected and analysed (number of questionnaire, sampling strategy, questions used). Recommend providing a clear, replicable methodology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient
	

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


	The paper is well written clearly communicating the article’s objectives in a proper academic language
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper has merit in terms of its topic, scope, and potential contribution to the field. However, significant revisions are necessary to improve the manuscript’s academic rigor, clarity, and coherence.
Recommendation: Revisions Required
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