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	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights about height-diameter (H-D) allometric correlations of trees in a sacred grove forest in Benue State, Nigeria. This research provides the advance methodological framework for the estimation of tree allometry by applying traditional nonlinear regression model with AI algorithm. The study is applicable in enhancing the estimation of biomass as well as forest management in culturally important forest habitats. 
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	Objectives and results of research are aligned so the title of article is suitable.
	

	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 of the article is a bit lengthy, focus on key results and main conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript is sound and methodologically reliable. the authors tested seven nonlinear regression (NLR) models and multiple artificial intelligence (AI) algorithms (such as XGBoost, Random Forest, ANN, and SVR) to determine the height of trees using the measurements of DBH.
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	References provided in manuscript are sufficient but remove duplicates (e.g., Batista et al., 2001 appears twice). Use consistent citation format and punctuation (e.g., ensure DOIs are included uniformly).
	

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


	The manuscript is scientifically sound but lengthy and occasionally repetitive. Editing for conciseness, grammar, and flow will improve readability and professional tone.
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	Ensure consistent use of units (cm, m, °C) and spacing.
Figures 3–9 should have consistent formatting, complete captions, and labeled axes.

Combine Tables 4 and 5 or summarize the key results in a performance-comparison table for clarity.
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