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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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 addresses the physicochemical and anatomical characterization of Azadirachta indica (neem) wood—a species of ecological and economic importance in tropical regions. Understanding wood quality parameters contributes to its potential utilization in timber and pulp industries. However, while the topic is relevant, the study is limited by low replication and methodological shortcomings, so its conclusions must be interpreted cautiously. Strengthening the experimental design could make this work a useful reference for wood scientists and forestry researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is long and slightly repetitive. Suggested alternative:
“Physicochemical and Anatomical Characterization of Azadirachta indica Wood from Balasore, Odisha.”
	

	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 summarizes results but lacks clarity on sample size, methods, and statistical details. It should include:

· Number of trees or samples analyzed

· Key quantitative values with units and variation (mean ± SD)

· A brief conclusion limited to actual data rather than broad application claims.
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are limited and inconsistently formatted. Add recent studies (within the last 10 years) on neem wood or similar hardwoods. Include DOIs and check reference formatting as per journal style.
	

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


	No. The paper requires extensive English editing to correct grammar, tense, and sentence structure. Sentences are often awkward or repetitive. Professional language revision is strongly recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Major revision required. The topic is relevant and the approach is potentially useful, but the manuscript currently suffers from (1) inadequate sampling/replication, (2) methodological detail missing, (3) internal inconsistencies in numerical results (density vs specific gravity), (4) lack of statistical reporting, and (5) serious language/formatting issues. Addressing these items (especially correcting/calculating consistent densities/specific gravities, providing n and SD and clarifying methods) is essential before the paper can be considered further.
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