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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.


	The study provides relevant results on different substrates for germinating Osyris lanceolata and different pre-sowing treatments. It is important because of the significance of propagating this type of species due to its high value for the medicinal, perfumery, and cosmetic industries. The results not only contribute to the restoration of degraded habitats where O. lanceolata is found, but also provide a methodological framework applicable to other recalcitrant or slow-germinating plant species that are the subject of conservation. Furthermore, the integration of laboratory and nursery experiments bridges the gap between controlled research and field application, increasing the relevance of the study for forestry, agroforestry, and biodiversity management programs.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Your current title is descriptive, but it could be made clearer, more concise, and aligned with scientific writing conventions. I suggest using:

"Improving Germination and Seedling Performance of Osyris lanceolata through Fruit Maturity Selection, Seed Pre-treatments, and Substrate Optimization"

This version keeps all key elements of your research, uses consistent terminology, and reads more smoothly, making it more appealing and informative for potential readers.


	

	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 contains too much descriptive information that could be explained in the materials and methods section.

As for the results, I recommend highlighting only the most important ones in this section, and the conclusion should include a sentence that summarizes the study and contributes to scientific knowledge.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, tables and figures showing the results of different variables lack different letters to indicate significant differences marked by the Tukey test, as it did not observe which treatment was better than another or in relation to the control. Furthermore, figures and tables should be improved to make them easier to read for the reader, as there are different font sizes and the results are shown on two lines, which makes them very difficult to read.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, however, they are not recent. The formulas explaining the different germination parameters are from authors who are very old, even several decades past, so I recommend doing a thorough review of the references and replacing them with more recent ones. It is necessary to be at the forefront of knowledge and explore whether there are new citations that support the information presented.
	

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


	I think the quality of the English is sufficient.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I find the study relevant, and the results it presents are enriching. However, some formatting adjustments are necessary to ensure clarity and repeatability.
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