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	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 paper is highly relevant to the scientific community at large, including those working on sustainable agriculture, soil science, and tribal livelihood development. With its exploration of phosphorus mineralization kinetics in locally available indigenous organic sources on acidic hill soils of the Eastern Himalayas, the research deals with a core knowledge gap specific to both ecological sustainability and food security in remote areas. The results present empirical data confirming the application of pig and poultry manures as valuable amendments for enhancing phosphorus availability with practical implications for nutrient management in organic farming systems. Further, the research improves knowledge about the relationship between soil properties and phosphorus dynamics that can shape more general strategies in agro-ecological research and land use planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Editing in the Title: Phosphorus Mineralization Kinetics of Organic Amendments in Acidic Hill Soils of the Eastern Himalayas: Implications for Sustainable Tribal Agriculture.
	

	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 of the article gives a general description of the study but is not fully comprehensive. Although it describes the background of phosphorus deficiency in acidic soils and the application of organic amendments by tribal communities in the Eastern Himalayas, the research objective is not explicitly mentioned and needs to be added. Secondly, the abstract contains many precise data points—like detailed mineralization rates and R² values—being scientifically important but possibly condensed around most important outcomes for better readability. The relevance of the results of the study in the context of their practical applications for sustainable agriculture could also be stated more forcefully. Additionally, the abstract can usefully have misnomers such as "phosphorous" corrected to scientifically correct terms such as "phosphorus," and for an improved sequenced flow to reflect a consistent progression: background, objective, methodology, primary findings, and conclusion. All in all, while the abstract is full of pertinent details, it would prove stronger if it made a stronger statement of the study's purposes, reduced complexity of result presentations, and showed increased emphasis upon study implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is scientifically rigorous and overall well-written. It deals with an important and little-studied subject—phosphorus mineralization from organic sources in acidic hill soils of the Eastern Himalayas—and applies proper scientific method to study the problem. The employment of a 100-day incubation experiment with regular sampling intervals and replication, the application of both first- and second-order kinetic models, and the statistical tests (including correlation studies and ANOVA with DMRT) are proper and properly applied.

The results are consistent, with trends in observed phosphorus mineralization rationally accounted for by soil chemistry and microbiological processes. The relationships among P mineralization and soil properties such as pH, EC, CEC, and SOC are clearly substantiated by data and in agreement with existing literature.

There are a couple of trivial things that, if improved, would make the scientific clarity of the manuscript even more robust:

- "Phosphorous" must be replaced with "phosphorus" throughout.

- Certain parts, particularly the abstract and results, might be condensed and better targeted to eliminate redundancy.

- A more precise hypothesis and goals statement in the introduction would strengthen the overall scientific context.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the manuscript includes a reasonable number of references, many are over a decade old. More recent studies (from the last 5 years) on land restoration techniques, soil degradation, and sustainable agriculture could be incorporated to update the literature review and demonstrate the relevance of the study in the current scientific landscape.
	

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


	The manuscript's English is generally understandable but could benefit from minor edits to improve fluency and academic tone
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