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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important issue of conservation and domestication of Beilschmiedia mannii, a species of both ecological and socio-economic significance in West Africa. Given the threats of deforestation and climate change, the development of reliable propagation methods is crucial, and this study provides practical insights into the use of cuttings and IBA treatments. The findings contribute not only to the sustainable management of this underutilized species but also enrich the broader knowledge on vegetative propagation of tropical trees. For the scientific community, this work offers baseline data that can guide future research on tree domestication, agroforestry systems, and biodiversity conservation strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is. 
	

	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 generally clear and covers the aim, methods, and key findings. It gives enough detail about cutting size, IBA concentrations, and the main results on rooting and survival. However, it feels a bit long and descriptive. I would suggest cutting back some of the methodological detail (for example, exact planting conditions) and instead adding one more sentence on the broader implication — why this propagation method matters for conservation and domestication programs. Also, a short mention of the very high survival rate after acclimatisation could be moved earlier in the abstract to highlight the practical success of the technique.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes they are. 
	

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


	The English is understandable but not very smooth — a careful language edit is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well conducted and the results are useful, but the manuscript would benefit from some tightening. There are places in the Results and Discussion where the same points are repeated, and a more concise presentation would make it easier to read. Figures and tables are informative, though some could be simplified or merged to avoid redundancy. The English is understandable but not very smooth — a careful language edit is recommended. I would also encourage the authors to emphasize more clearly how their findings can be applied in practical domestication or agroforestry programs, since this is where the real value of the work lies.
The manuscript deals with the domestication of Beilschmiedia mannii, a species of socio-economic and ecological importance in West Africa. The experimental design and results are scientifically sound, and the study provides relevant insights for conservation and propagation. However, the text requires some language polishing, reduction of repetition, and a more concise abstract. Overall, the work is valuable and suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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