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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Finite Element Analysis (FEA) of a wooden stool is important for predicting its structural performance, identifying potential weak points, and optimizing the design for strength and durability.

It allows engineers to simulate how a stool will behave under various loads and conditions, including stress distribution, deformation, and potential failure points.

It helps designers identify areas where the stool's structure can be strengthened or made more efficient, leading to a more durable and cost-effective product.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	İt is a researchable topic but the current topic is ambiguous. İt must describe the specific wood type and type of structure to be dealt with e.g. FİNİTE ELEMENT ANALYSİS OF A SPECİFİC WOODEN-STOOL TYPE AND STYLE. Or evaluate the structural behavior and stability of a beech wood stool through Finite Element Analysis to enhance safety and performance.
	

	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.


	It lacks comprehensiveness and I suggest the necessary additions be made in the comment section of the article like the statement of the problem is not too clear. What is the problem being addressed? Again, Since the mention is made on wooden stool furniture, concerns should be made not only about one particular stool but others like rectangular, square, etc for the analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are additional references that need to be added e.g. a statement like Wooden stools made from hardwoods such as oak, beech, or maple are highly durable and can last for many years if cared for properly. Reference:  Radkau, J., 2012. Wood: a history. Polity. 
	

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


	Yes, It’s appropriate and suitable for scholarly communication
	

	Optional/General comments


	Must be rewritten
This is a well-written and insightful paper. The methodology is sound; however, the findings are slightly compelling. The introduction could be strengthened by providing more context for the research problem/question. The results section could be more clearly presented if comparatively presented. The discussion section could benefit from a more in-depth analysis of the limitations and the importance of the study. The last four diagrams are not very clear in their representation. This paper could be strengthened by including a discussion of the scope of finite element analysis (FEA) concerning wooden structures, the fundamental principles of finite element analysis, and its applications, and information gathering from existing FEA software tools suitable for analyzing wooden structures. No ethical considerations in the application of FEA in furniture design, including sustainability and safety were reviewed. I disagree with the author's interpretation of the results based on his failure to do a comparative study.
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