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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 review article gives a detailed and well-structured overview of how Vesicular Arbuscular Mycorrhiza (VAM) can improve the growth, nutrient absorption, and overall quality of tree seedlings. It explains how VAM, either on its own or when combined with other helpful microbes like Rhizobium and phosphate-solubilizing bacteria, can play a major role in nursery practices and forest development. The article highlights the benefits of using these natural biofertilizers instead of chemical inputs to promote healthier and stronger plants. The content is particularly significant for researchers and practitioners in forestry, environmental science, and agricultural biotechnology seeking nature-based solutions for improving seedling vigor and ecological restoration. It shows how VAM can help in growing better-quality trees for use in timber, paper, oils, and agroforestry systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. However, a slight rephrasing for better clarity is suggested!
	

	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 informative and well-structured. It summarizes the key findings and methodologies of the review. However, the language can be slightly refined for conciseness. For example, repetitive phrases like "enhancing seedling growth and quality" can be condensed
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is well-structured with clear categorization by tree species type, provides citations for claims. The scientific discussion could be strengthened by adding comparative analysis or discussing mechanisms more explicitly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are largely appropriate, relevant, and sufficiently recent (several from 2021–2024). However, a few classic references could be updated with more current studies if available. And in some references for ex Thorat et al., 2025 is cited in the text but in the reference part same reference is marked as 2024. ” Thorat, A. D., Behera, L. K., Huse, S. A., Mehta, A. A., Garde, Y. A., Patel, S. M., Nayak, M. R., Dholariya, C. A., Amlani, M. H., Barina, S., 2024. Growth and vigour assessment in seedlings of lesser known tree species-Mallotus philippinensis (lam.) mull. arg. owing to biofertilizers. AMA. Agricultural Mechanization in Asia. Africa and Latin America 55(8), 18501–18513.”

Some references need modifications.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable but needs moderate editing for grammar, punctuation, and sentence structure. For eg:- Replace "accompanying with " as "associated with"
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Repetitive statements in some sections needs to be corrected

 Tabular format for findings is more effective; however, summarizing table insights within the text more analytically would improve the scientific rigor.
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