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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you
like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

e As we know, the natural population of Teak is decreasing in India due to factors.
This study is very useful to save plants and fulfill the wood industry's demand
without harming nature.

o We need to identify teak species for conservation and management for the future.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Characterization of Drupe Traits in Sixty-six Teak Plus Trees (CPTs) in Gujarat Forests for
Enhanced Seed Collection and Fruit Production

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.

o Need deletion of starting senetence.
o Rewrite abstract with research information like title, survey location with
results.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Introduction:
o Need to addition information related to Present status of teak population and
decreasing percentage in last decades.
e How much demand and supply of teak wood in wood industries.
Materials and methods
e Location should be shown in map.
o Need meteorological data (Location wise) last five year or research year.
e Write down about selection standards.
Result and discussion:
All the present in tabular form, if important present in graphical form it become more
effective.
Visual score is missing.

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this

manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A

minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

Above mentioned .

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have

suggestions of additional references, please mention them in

the review form.

Add 5-10 latest reference.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, after addition measure information and correction..

Optional/General comments
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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