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	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 holds significant value for the palaeobotanical research community because it documents the first occurrence of Dipterocarpus megafossils filling an important geographic gap in the floral record of the Himalayan foothills. By identifying Dipterocarpoxylon siwalicus and Dipterocarpus miocenicus, the study extends the known Miocene distribution of this Southeast Asian genus into the Indian subcontinent’s and provides robust anatomical and morphological evidence. This contributes meaningfully on how tectonic and climatic changes reshaped tropical vegetation across Asia and enriches the global database of Dipterocarpaceae fossils and serves as a valuable reference for researchers investigating Cenozoic plant migration, palaeoecology, and the evolutionary history of Southeast Asian rainforests.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but there is a mismatch. The title refers to the “Eastern Siwalik sector,” but the manuscript itself (Introduction, section 2, and Discussion) repeatedly places Sarkaghat (Mandi District, Himachal Pradesh) within the western Siwalik and compares it with other western localities. Also, in the abstract part it is mention that the mega fossils are from Middle Siwalik. This mismatch is confusing. 
It may be suitable to used petrified wood instead of fossil wood
	

	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, however it has a few gaps that reduce its impact and precision. It does not highlight the novelty of the discovery (first record from Sarkaghat). It lacks stratigraphic precision and omits the closest living relatives, which strengthen the biogeographical argument. Keywords need minor formatting fixes.
	

	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. But add DOI’s if available
	

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


	Yes. There are typos and a full proofreading is essential
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The resolution of some figures is quite low. Replace them with higher-resolution images to ensure better clarity in the final printed or online version of the paper. Also, put a scale bar
2. Repetition between Discussion and Conclusion sections. Condense the conclusion or merge the repeated sentences.
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