Dear María de la Luz Mora, below we respond to your suggestions about our manuscript:

JSSP-D-22-01277 "Arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi native to Perú improves growth and physiological responses of Coffea arabica"

Answer’s to the editor’s suggestions:

The major concerns are:
- Introduction section is extensive. In this section, authors should provide a clear research question. The research question is not completely clear throughout the introduction, which also lacks a clear hypothesis. In this section, authors should be addressed for a wider audience and inspired by a practical problem. Explain clearly what is new about your work and provide a clear hypothesis. All the variables that were determined in your study should be introduced.
We shortened the introduction substantially.
A clear research question is provided now.
A clear hypothesis is given
Novelty is provided
All the variables are now clearly defined and introduced.

 Your manuscript, at least as written, lacks novelty. What progress against the most recent state-of-the-art similar studies was made in this study? I strongly suggest highlighting these aspects in the introduction, discussion and conclusions.
We highlighted the novelties now in the three parts of the manuscript, and in the abstract

- Discussion section is very extensive, which can make the reader feel fatigued to read. Furthermore, the discussion section in parts is weak and rather the results are repeated and compared with previous studies.  There are some paragraphs that are not adequately discussed. I suggest to the authors a more in-depth analysis of your own results. What are the mechanisms behind your findings?. Avoid repeat results again.
Discussion is condensed now, interesting, and focuses on our major findings.

- The conclusions section should not be a summary of your study or an extension of the discussion or results. This section should illustrate the mechanistic links of findings obtained under applied treatments. The conclusions should answer the hypothesis of your study and should focus on the implication of your findings. This section should highlight the novelty and implication of your study also.
This is now modified according to the editor’s advice.

- References are not entirely correct. JSSPN does not use issue numbers. Please check the Author's Submission guideline of JSSPN available at https://www.springer.com/journal/42729/submission-guidelines. It is strongly recommended to use universal access references and in English. Please remember that JSSPN is an international Journal visited by readers from many countries. If you use references in a language other than English, the language of the reference should be shown in parentheses.
The verification was carried out and they were modified.


- Quality of tables and figures should be improved. They must be uniform in format, letter font and size should be the same as the remaining manuscript body. I strongly suggest using one page for each figure and table. Fonts, font sizes, alignments etc, must be carefully reviewed (and standardized when appropriate) in Figures and tables. Please remember to adjust the style and format of figures and tables according to the indications of the Author's Submission guideline of JSSPN available in https://www.springer.com/journal/42729/submission-guidelines and Tables and Figures of manuscripts already published in JSSPN to use as a guide. Subfigures of the figures must be identified with letters (a, b c ...) and adequately referenced in the manuscript (for example, Figure 3a, 2b ...etc).
The quality of tables and figures was improved; likewise, the font of letters and subfigures was standardized.
