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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Please check again the text in English – some connection words are missing.  
(Ex: ”Vegetation plays an important role in the global carbon cycle by sequestering a 
substantial amount of CO2 from the atmosphere. Thus, creation of new plantation on 
degraded areas is a better option for carbon storage”) 
Similar, some of the sentences makes no sense as they are (ex: ”As some part of carbon 
stock appears as run-off in rivers and finally goes to reservoirs and lakes where it is 
degraded via aerobic/ anaerobic degradation into GHGs which are emitted to 
atmosphere, thereby causing global warming and climate changes”)  
 
Suggestion: use ”t C/ha” instead of ”tonnes of carbon/ha”. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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