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	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.


	The manuscript addresses an important and pressing issue, which combines soil science and agroforestry. Research on the environmental effects of cocoa agriculutural system is also becoming popular, though carbon cycling in fertilizer-treated soils especially in West Africa is understudied. The research finding presented is a significant information that professional, scientific communities, and even the local community should take note of. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is generally appropriate and conveys the subject of the manuscript. The cropping system of cocoa, the  geographical environment, and the primary variables (soil organic carbon and mineral fertilization) are all precisely identified.   
To enhance clarity, may consider refining the title into:

“Effects of mineral fertilisation on soil organic carbon stocks in cocoa plantations 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.


	Theabstract is well-structured covering the background, objectives, methods, and key findings. But there are few things could be considered:

1. It would be helpful for the abstract to make it clear that soil carbon reserves were assessed three years after fertilizer in order to understand the lack of statistically significant differences.

2. A brief explanation of the experiment's randomized block design would improve transparency.

3. Avoid drawing too many conclusions, even while the abstract correctly notes that there aren't many significant differences. Rather than being a definitive conclusion, the claim that mineral fertilizer enhances the sustainability of cocoa farming should be presented as a potential or emerging trend.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Th manuscript is scientifically sound that demonstrates a solid understanding of carbon dynamics, agroforestry,a nd fertilisation effects. The methods used are consistent with established protocols.
However, few points need to be clarified: 

1. The short duration of the study should be emphasized earlier in the results and discussion section. 

2. Fertilizer descriptions should be consistent (for methods and results and discussion sections)

3. Avoid overinterpreting numerical trends since it lacks significant differences
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, all references are recent and relevant.
Minor suggestion:

· Duplicate references should be corrected and double-checked.
	

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


	The paper is generally understandable and written in appropriate scientific English. But, there are several issues that needs attention:
· There are few minor grammatical errors and awkward sentence constructions.

· Inconsistencies in the used tenses and terminology

· Increase coherence and flow by polishing particularly in the Introduction and Discussion
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Readability may be enhanced by separating key findings from interpretation
· Relate the findings and the real-world applications for sustainable cocoa management.
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	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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