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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 manuscript is important to the scientific community because it:
i. provides empirical evidence on the effectiveness of organic and inorganic soil amendments for restoring fertility and  vegetation establishment on degraded tropical watershed soils.
ii. advances scientific understanding of species-specific growth responses of indigenous vegetables, providing linkage between soil nutrient management, restoration ecology and sustainable land use.
iii. offers understanding on integrated ecological restoration, food security and livelihood support, esspecially in data-scarce tropical regions.
iv. provides insights to researchers and professionals working on watershed rehabilitation and land restoration in tropical and developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is scientifically 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.


	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.  The experimental set up, data analysis, and interpretations are consistent.

However, the following should be considered:

i.  the manuscript should clearly distinguish pot trial from long-term watershed restoration outcomes to avoid overgeneralization 
ii. the role of soil chemical properties prior and after amendment should be better contextualized esspecially where Table 3 is discussed
iii. broad ecological statements in the Introduction part should be adjusted to remain strictly evidence-based.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a good number of relevant sources but many of the references are older (predating 2015).
It is recommended that recent and relevant literature should be added to support key points on organic amendments, nutrient cycling in tropical soils, and watershed restoration approaches
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication.
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	The manuscript is scientifically and scholarly sound 
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