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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 (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 manuscript addresses a relevant topic in the context of the conservation and seedling production of forest species. However, despite the importance of the subject, the manuscript lacks depth in fundamental aspects, such as the germination mechanisms of the species, challenges related to dormancy overcoming, and recommended techniques to optimize seedling emergence and early growth. A thorough revision of the manuscript is necessary. The inclusion of these key elements would significantly improve the comprehensiveness and applicability of the review for researchers and professionals in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	-
	

	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.

	
No. It lacks depth in fundamental aspects such as the germination mechanisms of the species, challenges related to dormancy breaking, and recommended techniques to optimize seedling emergence and early growth.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks sufficient references and a deeper discussion of the topic. Only a single author was cited (Bargah et al., 2025). There is also insufficient detail regarding the importance of the species and the germination process, along with its underlying mechanisms, which need to be better explained. The figures are not properly cited and should be adapted or improved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
No. Please conduct a new literature search and gather additional manuscripts on the topic.
	

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

	No.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Poorly structured review, lacking theoretical foundations and more robust references on the subject. The figures need to be better cited and discussed throughout the text.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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