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	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 improvement of cotton productivity in soils that have been mined for titanium and reconstituted is a topic that is particularly relevant to land reclamation and agricultural sustainability. It provides information about how soil fertility and crop output can be improved by integrated nutrient management, particularly when organic green manure, such as sunn hemp, is combined with farmyard manure and inorganic fertilizers. This study provides an evidence-based methodology for nutrient management in areas that are equally impacted by mining's rising degradation of arable lands and the urgent need to restore production. Policymakers, agronomists, and planners of environmental restoration in sub-Saharan Africa and other tropical regions facing comparable land degradation issues may find the findings especially significant.

Authors must give graphical abstract in the revised version of this manuscript. Some relevant 2-3 figures should be given to attract readers. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate since it clearly conveys the main idea of the research, which is the comparative evaluation of various soil amendment techniques on cotton output in a particular context of reclaimed soil. However, a slightly altered form might be as follows for better clarity and conciseness:

“Comparative Effects of Sunn Hemp, Farmyard Manure, and Inorganic Fertilizers on Cotton Yield in Reclaimed Titanium-Mined Soils in Kwale, Kenya”
	

	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 outlines the background, methodology, treatments, and key findings clearly. The descriptions of Abstract sections need to be modified. Clear summary of the aim, key method, important findings, and conclusion need to mention. Authors should improve it by:

· Reducing redundancy in listing treatments (perhaps summarizing them by group rather than individually).

· Clearly distinguishing between the two trial seasons (May–August 2022 and September–December 2023).

· Simplifying sentence structures to improve readability.

· Including 1–2 quantified outcomes earlier in the abstract to capture immediate interest.

Suggested deletions: Phrases like "this gave a total of 10 treatments..." could be shortened or moved to the methods section in the main paper.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some related literature could be cited to enrich the introduction and other part of manuscript, for example https://doi.org/10.51244/IJRSI.2024.11120038  https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2667064X2400280X   https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-99-3106-4_13    https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-024-34977-1   

https://doi.org/10.1111/sum.13036
Updated and homogeneity of the reference section needs to be done.


	

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


	Manuscript language needs to polish by native English speaker. Author must go through the manuscript again in order to avoid typo mistake. All the terms used in this manuscript should be consistence. 

	

	Optional/General comments


	All the abbreviation should be introducing in their first appearance place.
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