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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 constitutes useful comparative information on species-specific reaction to AMF inoculation of two of the high-value tropical timber species. The results of host-dependent resource allocation patterns are helpful in the study of the relationships between plants and microbes in forestry. The focus on effect size analysis and significance testing is more biologically significant to interpret. The findings find direct use in the reforestation programs and sustainable nursery management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It faithfully presents the main content- investigation into the AMF effects on the germination dynamics and early growth of the teak and sandal.
	

	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 also detailed and requires slight extensions. Indicate that the AMF inoculum was a mixture of three species of Glomus. Explain that germination parameters were not statistically influenced but had biologically significant trends through effect size. Included is the duration of seedling growth (one year).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is scientifically good with some small issues. The type of experimental design is suitable and statistical method is strong. Nonetheless, the absence of data on mycorrhizal colonization is a serious omission unless the data on root colonization are confirmed, the causal relationship to AMF is undermined. Explain if growth substrate was sterile and give sizes of samples used to measure seedlings. Appease the dramatic loss of leaf number in teak biologically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are adequate and updated. Covers both landmark literature and recent meta-analyses and literature on individual species. Include a reference on: teak-specific AMF research, hormonal germination, coir pith substrate, and the mutualism-parasitism continuum theory.
	

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


	The language is appropriate in academic communication. The paper is clearly written and logically structured using scientific terms. Discussion would be edited slightly to include punctuation (two-point marks) and shorten the sentence length to make it more readable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Good comparative analysis with an admirable application of effect size analysis. The species-specific discoveries have biological and practical implications. Major weakness: lack of data on mycorrhizal colonization- state whether present or state limitation. Figure 5 represents the concept of allocating resources in a manner that is effective.
Quality writ of good methodology and significance. The missing data on colonization is the primary weakness that should be considered. Suggestions of revisions are minor and correctable. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

None of the ethical concerns detected. Research involved the use of seeds obtained in a known research institute, and done at a university facility. Meets general ethical standards of research on plant biology.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None of the issues of competing interest identified. None of the signs of commercial financing or bias.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism detected. Writing looks original as it has the right citations. None of the suspect verbatim matches any known sources.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5
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