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	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 effectively highlights the importance of integrated bioinoculants and organic amendments in improving germination and seedling vigor of fresh and aged guava seeds under field conditions. The results demonstrate strong practical relevance for sustainable nursery management and seed quality enhancement in Guava. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	Yes 
	

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

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

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


	Minor improvements in grammar, clarity, and sentence structure are recommended to enhance readability and precision.
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	The research provides valuable findings for successful guava seedling production; however, it would be more informative with minor improvements.

· Add one clear statement highlighting the practical nursery application of this research.

· Include 5–6 relevant keywords to enhance the visibility and reach of the work.

· The conclusion section is lengthy and largely repetitive of the results; concise refinement is recommended.
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