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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.


	This manuscript provides important evidence that humic acid derived from Imperata cylindrica can significantly improve key chemical properties of acid Inceptisols in coastal regions. It offers a sustainable, locally sourced strategy for rehabilitating degraded acidic soils while promoting environmentally sound agricultural management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article 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 is comprehensive and well-structured; however, a few improvements could enhance clarity and impact. First, briefly mentioning the initial soil condition (e.g., very acidic pH and low fertility status) in one concise phrase would better contextualize the results. Second, the statement about pH decline could be slightly clarified to avoid confusion, since humic acid is often associated with pH improvement in other studies. Finally, minor language would improve readability without altering content.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and mostly recent; the addition of a few broader review papers and comparative amendment studies would further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The overall English quality is understandable; however, there are noticeable grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, subject–verb agreement issues, and inconsistent article usage which require careful language editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	However, minor revisions are needed to improve English language quality, tighten the abstract, clarify some mechanistic explanations (particularly the pH decrease), and slightly strengthen the reference framework. The scientific content is solid and does not require major restructuring.
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