
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Biology and Nature

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JOBAN_14119

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Effect of mineral fertilisation on organic carbon stocks in soils under cocoa trees in south-western Côte d'Ivoire

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 topic at the intersection of soil science, sustainable agriculture, and climate change mitigation. By evaluating the effects of mineral fertilization on soil organic carbon stocks in cocoa agroecosystems, the study contributes valuable field-based evidence from a major cocoa-producing region in West Africa. The results are relevant for researchers, agronomists, and policymakers interested in sustainable cocoa production and soil carbon management in tropical systems. Despite the short experimental duration, the work provides useful insights into early trends in carbon dynamics under different fertilizer formulations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study. It appropriately identifies the main variables (mineral fertilization and soil organic carbon stocks), the cropping system (cocoa), and the geographical context (south-western Côte d'Ivoire). No change is strictly necessary.

Optional suggestion:
“Effect of Mineral Fertilization on Soil Organic Carbon Stocks in Cocoa Agroecosystems of South-Western Côte d’Ivoire”


	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly presents the objective, methodology, main results, and conclusions. However, minor improvements could enhance clarity and academic rigor:

· Correct the spelling of “ABSTRAT” to “ABSTRACT”.

· Clarify that the absence of significant differences is linked to the short duration of the experiment.

· Slightly reduce numerical detail and emphasize interpretation and implications.

Overall, only minor editorial revisions are recommended.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design is appropriate, the methods are well described, and the statistical analyses are correctly applied. The interpretation of the results is cautious and consistent with current scientific understanding of soil carbon dynamics, particularly in tropical agroecosystems. The authors correctly acknowledge the limitations related to experimental duration and methodological approach.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include several recent and authoritative sources (e.g., Bossio et al., 2020; Smith et al., 2020; Cotrufo et al., 2019). The bibliography appropriately combines classical references with recent literature. No critical references appear to be missing, although minor formatting consistency checks are advised.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but the English language requires moderate editing. There are issues related to grammar, article usage, punctuation, and occasional sentence structure. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity and readability, especially in the Abstract and Discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Optional / General comments
· Harmonize fertilizer formulations across sections (some formulations differ slightly between Abstract, Methods, and Tables).

· Ensure consistency in units, spacing, and notation (e.g., gC.m⁻²).

· Improve figure and table captions to be fully self-explanatory.

· Consider adding a short paragraph in the Discussion explicitly linking results to climate change mitigation strategies.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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