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works that address this issue are of great relevance, 

however, the indicators analyzed, as well as to 

discussion presented are insufficient to permit a 

strong inference about carbon sequestration, the 

proposed title;  

the importance of the topic is not well described on 

the basis of existing literature; the quote is old. There 

is a vast literature on carbon sequestration in 

conservation tillage systems in the soil that could 

have been better explored and compared to the 

work;  

the figures are not legible and not in most cases do 

not support the resulted and discussions, which said 

this in lines 172-174.  

no equations, and their respective coefficients, which 

represent the regression analyses performed were 

presented; that analysis was performed to indicate 

differences between sites and between seasons?  

discussion of the results should be further developed 

to better base the conclusion. 
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