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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 addresses a pressing issue for the Sahel and other arid regions: the decline in land quality and its impact on soil health and ecosystem stability. Through a practical, real-world comparison approach, the researchers show solid evidence that affordable, community-tailored restoration methods—like sylvo-pastoral bunds and forest half-moons—can significantly boost soil structure, water retention, and overall soil quality. These insights are valuable for decision-makers, development organizations, and scientists looking to expand sustainable land management solutions in similar environmental and social settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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 effectively outlines the study's goals, methods, key findings, and implications, bolstered by clear quantitative data and statistical significance. To make it even stronger, it could benefit from briefly mentioning the study's duration and noting the limitation of seasonal dynamics, which is currently only in the main text. Additionally, trimming the soil textural analysis section slightly would help keep the focus on the most critical results, making the abstract more concise and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically rigorous, with a well-explained approach that effectively uses a counterfactual framework to isolate treatment effects, supported by robust statistical analyses and significant p-values that reinforce the findings. The discussion ties the results thoughtfully to existing research. However, the single sampling period limits insights into long-term or seasonal dynamics, a constraint that deserves greater emphasis in the text. Future studies could enhance the findings by incorporating additional variables, such as organic matter or infiltration rates, to provide a more comprehensive understanding.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, relevant, and include recent studies (2022–2024). However, a few additional citations from international meta-analyses on land restoration in arid and semi-arid zones could broaden the context.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and appropriate for academic writing, but some lengthy sentences could be split into shorter, more concise ones to improve readability. A light copyedit would help address minor grammatical issues, such as inconsistent article usage and transitions, to ensure a polished and professional tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures and tables are well-designed and informative, but including a legend for symbols in Figure 4 would make it easier to interpret. To strengthen the study’s impact, explicitly linking the findings to potential socio-economic benefits, such as enhanced crop yields or improved livelihood resilience, even if drawn from existing literature, would add valuable context. For future research, collecting longitudinal data across multiple seasons would help confirm the lasting impact of the observed improvements.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Pragalbh Tiwari, Sam Higginbottom University of Agriculture, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

