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

	This research highlights the vibrational behavior which are often underrepresented in acoustical and structural applications. By employing the non-destructive free transverse vibration technique, the paper offers a reliable and efficient method for characterizing dynamic mechanical properties.
	

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

	Consider removing the word "some" from the title to enhance clarity and precision. Its use may imply vagueness or incompleteness.

Suggested title may suite “Damping Behavior of Tropical Wood Species Assessed via Free Transverse Vibration Method”
	

	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.

	Consider simplifying and clarifying the method section. The sentence "By transforming the recorded accelerations into displacements, it was allowed to determine the logarithmic decrement by mean the first twenty-one amplitudinal peaks" is awkwardly phrased. You might revise it to: “Displacement data were derived from recorded accelerations, and the logarithmic decrement was calculated using the first twenty-one amplitude peaks.

The phrase “was allowed to determine” is awkward and unidiomatic in academic English. Consider rephrasing to “enabled the determination of” or “was used to determine.”

The abstract mentions variability between species but does not provide any example values or statistical range. Including a brief numerical insight (e.g., range of damping values) would strengthen the impact of the results.

The idea that “very little information was available” is repeated in slightly different wording. Consider merging or condensing these sentences for better flow.

The phrase “important species that were much in demand” is vague. You might specify whether these species are important commercially, structurally, or ecologically.

The phrase “Thanks to the interrelationships” is informal. Consider replacing it with “Using known relationships between parameters” or “Through established equations.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The submitted manuscript is scientifically sound and presents novel findings. However, to further strengthen the experimental analysis, it is recommended to include a wettability test, as it can provide complementary insights into the surface properties and potential applications of the wood species studied.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	 Cited references are sufficient eventhough some of the references are very old 
	

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

	While the manuscript presents valuable research, there are several grammatical errors and awkward sentence constructions throughout the text. It is recommended that the authors revise the manuscript for grammar, punctuation, and sentence clarity

	

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

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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