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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. 
 

1. The document presents relevant information on the importance of teak in forest 
plantations. 

2. Pruning and thinning are important to improve the quality of the harvested wood. 
3. Information regarding site productivity is relevant for teak wood. 
4. Knowing the quality of wood from young plantations compared to mature plantations is 

necessary for better use of the species. 
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