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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.


	This manuscript reviews conservation and assisted restoration of IUCN-listed threatened tree species from the Western Ghats and reports preliminary results from an experimental ex-situ/native-plantation at the CEE South Campus, Bengaluru, focusing on Pterocarpus santalinus (EN), Dipterocarpus indicus (VU) and Syzygium travancoricum (CR). The topic is timely and important: the Western Ghats are a global biodiversity hotspot and practical restoration guidance for IUCN-listed tree species is valuable for both conservation practice and urban/ex-situ conservation planning.
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	Overall, the abstract is comprehensive, but several points should be included for greater impact: (1) the number of individuals planted, planting date/period (e.g., monsoon year), and monitoring duration, and (2) a clearer and more explicit description of the methodology
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but several key improvements are needed: (1) clearer sample size and replication details, (2) inclusion of statistical analysis for survival and growth, and (3) more complete information on provenance and permits.
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	Although the reference coverage is good, citations providing the updated IUCN status (assessment year and page details) for the three focal species should be included.
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	English quality is good and suitable for scholarly communications
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