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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.


	This study establishes an important biological baseline for a species that is non-native and ecologically fragmented within this particular Indian region by providing a rare and thorough morphometric inventory of Adansonia digitata (Baobab) in Uttar Pradesh. Through the identification of globose, fusiform, and ellipsoid fruit morphologies in 27 separate trees, the study provides comparative data that advances our understanding of how Baobab phenotypes adapt outside of their original African ecosystem. By monitoring the physical health of trees that are both biological assets and known as "Kalpavriksha" or heritage locations in local mythology, the study successfully connects conservation biology and cultural heritage.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	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.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Topic – “In” to be written in small letters “in”
2. Abstract – 

a. “I recorded a total of 27…” -
Avoid first-person: revise it to “A total of 27 trees were recorded.”

b. “I travelled over 5000 kilometres during this fieldwork” - Avoid first-person: revise it to “Almost it was travelled over 5000 kilometres” 
3. Introduction – Mention the objective of the study to make introduction clearer 

4. Material and Methods – 

a. Typo error in line 23: change “Tolos” to “Tools” and “Nicon” to “Nikon”

b. Add Sampling protocol 

c. Try to add statistical analysis 

5. Results and Discussion – 

a. Make text consistent with other topic text as similar to “Times New Roman”  

b. In the first line: In my own survey, “I recorded a total of 27…” - Avoid first-person: revise it 

c. Inconsistency in Tree Counts: According to the text, there were 27 trees in all. On the other hand, "Eleven trees were recorded as producing flowers and twelve trees were recorded as not producing flowers" appears in the results section. There are 23 trees in all (11+12). The missing four trees must be accounted for in the book, or the numbers must be adjusted to fit the total of 27.

d. In the 3rd line “not producing flowers” to be revised to “non flower producing trees”

e. Our result or our related things to be written as per scientific format - Avoid first-person
f. Fruiting rate: Seven fruiting trees yield a fruiting rate of 25.92%, according to the article. This is $7/27 = 25.9\%$ if the total is 27. It is $30.4\%$ if the total is 23. Please make sure the survey total and the denominator used in this computation match.

g. Verification of Age Estimation: 

· Scientific Basis for Age: Table 1 gives precise ages for trees, including 800, 1000, and even 2000 years for the tree near Mahoba's Sichora town. 

· Critique: No methodology (such as carbon dating, growth ring studies, or historical documents) is explained for determining these ages. Because they don't have distinct annual growth rings, baobabs are infamously hard to age.

· It is advised to clearly mention "folklore age" or "estimated age based on local tradition" rather than "scientific fact" if these ages are derived from local folklore or legend. The paper's scientific credibility is impacted when a tree is claimed to be 2000 years old without providing biological evidence.

h. 56th line make the botanical to italics 

i. Fig 5: To rewrite “Adansonia digitata” in italics
6. References – 1st , 2nd and 15th reference rewrite “Adansonia digitata” in italics  
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