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Figure S1 Map of site distributions of forest restoration effects on surface soil organic carbon (SOC) recovery in sites with different previous land use, including agriculture, barren, burned areas, forest, grassland, karst, mine and shrubland.
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Figure S2 Normal distribution (frequency) of the natural log of response ratios (lnRRs) of all variables in Figure 3.
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Figure S3 Relationships of soil pH with the changes in surface soil carbon (C) concentrations. r2 values and non-linear regression lines are shown for signiﬁcant relationships at p<0.05.
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Figure S4 Relationships of time since restoration (years) with the changes in surface soil carbon concentrations in (a) (sub-)tropical and non-(sub-)tropical monoculture restoration and (b) (sub-)tropical and non-(sub-)tropical mixed species restoration. r2 values and non-linear regression lines are shown for signiﬁcant relationships at p<0.05. 
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