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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory
that authors should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

01

“The study evaluates” should be “The study evaluated”

Use paste tense, throughout the manuscript. The study was already conducted.

02

There are some sentences in the text without reference to a previous study (or studies) in order to give evidence to their
statements. Without references, these statements would be mere assumptions or allegations by the authors of the manuscript.
Therefore, each of the following sentences need at least one reference to back up their statement:

“The timber of the coconut palm is called “porcupine wood” and has a nice-looking, fragmented appearance.”

“Coconut wood has proven to be comparable to conventional wood in durability, sturdiness, and versatility, often at a
considerably lower cost.”

“The use of coconut wood as a substitute material for building construction could bring down the cost of housing units.”

“Based on the density of the coconut timber, it can be used for loading and non-loaded structural components.”

“Low-density timber is mainly used for non-loading structures, and high-density timbers are used for load-bearing materials.”
“Nowadays, people are moving towards urbanization.”

03

Figures 1, 2, 3, 6, and 7 are not really necessary. These show data that are easily informed only by text, as the authors have
already done.

04

The manuscript lacks a discussion about the findings of the study.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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