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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 document is of crucial importance to the scientific community, particularly with regard to the preservation of endangered species. It provides a detailed summary of tree restoration and conservation strategies recognized by the IUCN, highlighting the pragmatic methods implemented in the Open Ghats region of India. The case studies at the Bengaluru CEE clearly demonstrate the effectiveness of ecological rehabilitation techniques, marking significant progress for biodiversity and forest management. Ultimately, this research helps to deepen our understanding of the preservation of rare and endangered species, a critical challenge in the current context of deforestation and climate change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Conservation and Assisted Restoration of IUCN-Listed Threatened Tree Species: A Study of the Western Ghats in India," is precise, explicit, and accurately reflects the scope, subject matter, and geographical setting of the study presented in the abstract and introduction. It effectively conveys key themes such as conservation, restoration, endangered species, and the Western Ghats to the reader.
	

	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 considered comprehensive and well-structured; it addresses the background, objective, methodology, main results, and recommendations.

It would be beneficial to improve the quantification of the results by more precisely identifying the species and their survival rates, and by briefly describing the urban setting of the campus as the context for the case study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. It is based on reliable sources, including consultation of the IUCN Red List to identify endangered species, and implements recognized techniques in the field of conservation and ecological restoration. The information provided, such as species survival rates and expansion, is consistent with the research goals and context. Furthermore, the study is carefully organized, comprising distinct sections on methods, results, and discussion, which enhances the project's scientific rigor. Nothing significant calls into question the manuscript's scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references contained in the manuscript are adequate for this publication, combining basic research and publications up to 2021. To ensure up-to-date information and address recent advances in conservation science, including topics such as climate change and ecology, it would be preferable to include sources published after 2021. For more detailed information, please visit the IUCN website: iucn.org/sites/default/files/2022-10/2021-iucn-ssc-western-ghats-plant-sg-report_publication_2.pdf.
	

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


	The manuscript is suitable for scientific communication in terms of its English linguistic quality. The text is formal, uses relevant scientific vocabulary, and consists of simple, well-organized sentences, ensuring effective communication of the study's findings within the scientific community.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This document represents a valuable contribution to the preservation of endangered tree species in a biodiverse region. The research is meticulously conducted and well-organised, supported by robust data and relevant discussion that highlights the importance of assisted restoration in the current context of deforestation and climate change. The presentation could be improved with a slight linguistic revision to enhance clarity and flow. Finally, the integration of current international references on ecological restoration and its climate impacts would strengthen the scientific value and relevance of the work.
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