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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.
	Senegalia catechu is very important , medicinal plant, this study is very useful for pharmaceutical industry. The quantity of Cutch, Katha and Catechin are studied in scientific method. This study also beneficial for herbal drug preparation by providing the ways of preservations of these bioactive compounds. As the works on post harvest preservation and handling of heartwood of S. catechu is limited this study help to future researchers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is clear, but it is slightly lengthy . if u change it as follows then it suited best
Variation in Cutch, Katha and Catechin Content of Senegalia catechu Heartwood under different storage conditions.
	

	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.
	Abstract is comprensive and includes Aim, Methods result and conclusion very well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically the presentation of study is very well.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Old and new references stated perfectly , but need more recent references enhance it.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Case study is understandable, but some corrections in grammar as well as terms like “vakue” (value), “stoed” (stored), “strorage” (storage) need correction.
	

	Optional/General comments
	1. Figures should be checked for clarity and labeling consistency (e.g., Figure numbers are repeated in some cases).
2. Tables are informative but could be reformatted for better readability (aligning decimals, avoiding unnecessary repetition).
3. The “Conclusion” could be expanded slightly to emphasize industrial and pharmacological
implications of the findings.
4. Consider including a graphical abstract or summary diagram showing the influence of storage conditions on Katha, Cutch, and Catechin.
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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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