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	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 medium-sized, leguminous, almost evergreen Pongamia pinnata tree has a spreading crown and a short bole.  It is native to Indonesia, Malaysia, Myanmar, and India.  It thrives in Bangladesh's tidal estuaries between rivers and the sea, and it can withstand a variety of soil types and climates.
	

	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?
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	Optional/General comments


	1. Abstract - second line: Pongamia should be made italics or should be written in Bold. 
2. Keywords – Please add some more scientific keywords to make the research paper for more visibility  

3. Introduction – first line: Pongamia pinnata should be made italics or should be written in Bold.  Second line: Family name LEGUMINOSAE should be capitalized.

4. Materials and Methods – second line: Units for basal diameter (DBH) is in (m²), it has to be in cm, Tree basal area to be mentioned in m². 

5. Results and Discussion – second line: Under topic (Number of branches), it is mentioned as Fig.1, but figure is not at all provided. 

Fourth line: spelling inconsistency which is mentioned on the other paragraphs of the research paper, most of the places it is mentioned as “Khajurahoo” , here it is mentioned as “Khajoori” . Please make it consistent. 

Seventh line: spelling inconsistency which is mentioned on the other paragraphs of the research paper, most of the places it is mentioned as “Khajurahoo” , here it is mentioned as “Khajoori” . Please make it consistent. 

6. References- No. 8: Pongamia pinnata should be made italics or should be written in Bold.  

                                   No.23: Pongamia pinnata should be made italics or should be written in Bold.  

                                   No.25: Pongamia pinnata should be made italics or should be written in Bold.

                                   No.27: Pongamia pinnata should be made italics or should be written in Bold.

                                   No.28: Pongamia pinnata should be made italics or should be written in Bold.

                                   No.29: Pongamia pinnata should be made italics or should be written in Bold.

                                   No.34: Pongamia pinnata should be made italics or should be written in Bold.
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