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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript presents valuable research on sweet pepper production under different fertilizer regimes in marginal uplands. It combines agronomic, economic, and soil health assessments, making the findings useful for farmers, researchers, and policymakers. This work provides region-specific data on balancing yield, profitability, and sustainability. The comparison of inorganic, organic, and microbial-enriched organic fertilizers offers practical strategies for smallholder farmers and contributes to sustainable agriculture literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is clear and appropriate.
	

	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, it is concise, well-organized, and reflects core findings accurately; could briefly add the RCBD design and note that goat manure achieved the highest ROI.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. Methodology, statistical analyses, and interpretations are appropriate and well-supported by literature. However: It would benefit from improved organization and grammar.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. The references are adequate, up-to-date and relevant to the topic; adding a few Southeast Asia-specific studies could strengthen context.

	

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

	
Clear and scholarly with only minor grammatical corrections needed.



	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	
Recommendation: Only minor revisions needed for clarity and polish.
Justification: Scientifically sound, relevant and well-written
This is a strong manuscript. Recommend emphasizing integrated organic-inorganic use in the conclusion. Improve figure resolution.
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	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s comment(if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, K.indly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues identified in this manuscript.
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