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	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 manuscript provides valuable empirical data on the adaptability of Acacia mearnsii seedlings to a diverse range of marginal soils, which is a critical area of research for sustainable land management. The findings offer practical insights for reforestation and soil conservation efforts, particularly in tropical regions like Indonesia facing land degradation. By systematically evaluating growth and biomass parameters, the study contributes to the selection of suitable tree species for the revegetation of specific problematic soils, such as ex-coal mines and nutrient-poor sands. This work is a useful addition to the literature on utilizing nitrogen-fixing trees for ecological restoration.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the research study.
	

	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 comprehensive and well written. Authors should include/ briefly mention the specific key finding regarding nodulation, as it is a crucial part of the adaptation mechanism.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include a good mix of foundational and recent (up to 2024) works
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, making it suitable for scholarly communication. But there are several grammatical error in the manuscript which should be corrected through proofreading
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and valuable study. The inclusion of detailed soil property data (Table 1 & 2) significantly strengthens the manuscript. The tables and figure are informative. The most significant area for improvement is a careful proofread to correct the accumulated grammatical and spelling errors.
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