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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 article humbly suggests that increasing SOC could have benefits not only from an ecological perspective but also from a socio-economic perspective, with the potential to support sustainable agriculture, especially in developing countries. The author also reveals the study's limitations. Therefore, the recommendations provided may carry a certain degree of risk, as they are based on limited supporting evidence regarding the negotiation practices of stakeholders.
	Noted 

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The author might consider including the phrase "and its environmental and socio-economic co-benefits" to clarify that these are the socio-economic benefits being referenced. Alternatively, they could insert "a review" or "a systematic review" to indicate that the study is not original research.
	Added

	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 quite satisfactory, but it would be beneficial for the author to consider including a sentence about the review method used. Additionally, it would be beneficial to consider the limitations of the study results.
	ok

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The content of the article appears to align with the current scientific consensus on soil carbon sequestration in agricultural land, both in terms of its potential and limitations. Therefore, it seems to have strong scientific validity.
	Noted 

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In general, the list of references in the article is sufficiently valid and up-to-date to support the main scientific claims, but there is room for improvement in several aspects. If author need references for his writing, the author might find the following sources helpful: https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17174; https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14878; https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.2018.02.015; https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2024.2416497; https://doi.org/10.1177/0308518X15595897; https://doi.org/10.1002/pan3.10761; https://doi.org/10.1596/35923 
	Added more references 

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


	The writing already meets scientific standards, but the author might locate it beneficial to consider breaking long sentences into two or three shorter sentences or removing similar ideas from consecutive paragraphs.
	ok
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