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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 is important for the scientific community because it addresses the conservation and restoration of Cordeauxia edulis, a threatened endemic species with high ecological and socio-economic value in arid and semi-arid regions. It provides experimental evidence on the effectiveness of Growboxx technology under real field conditions, which is still limited in dryland conservation research. The findings contribute practical knowledge for improving seedling survival and early growth in water-scarce environments. This work is particularly relevant for researchers, conservation practitioners, and policymakers involved in dryland restoration, climate resilience, and sustainable land management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the main focus of the study, including the technology used and the target plant species. However, it can be slightly refined for clarity and scientific precision.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly presents the background, objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions of the study. It effectively summarizes the experimental design and the positive impact of Growboxx on seedling survival and growth.
Minor improvements could include slightly reducing repetition and explicitly stating the duration of the experiment to enhance clarity. No major additions or deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental design, data collection procedures, and statistical analyses are appropriate and well described. The results are logically interpreted and supported by the data presented. The conclusions are consistent with the findings and align with existing literature on dryland plant establishment and conservation technologies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic, particularly regarding the biology, ecology, and socio-economic importance of Cordeauxia edulis. However, the inclusion of a few more recent references (from the last 5–10 years) related to dryland restoration technologies, water-saving planting systems, and climate-resilient forestry would further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor grammatical issues, repetition, and sentence structure inconsistencies are present in some sections. A careful language editing or proofreading would improve clarity, readability, and overall academic presentation.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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