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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	· These models can facilitate more efficient forest assessments, carbon stock estimations, and sustainable land-use planning. 
· The research sets a foundation for future modeling efforts across different ecological zones, thereby enhancing the broader understanding of tree allometry and forest dynamics in tropical ecosystems.
	

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

	
Suggested title: “Allometric Regression Models for Parkia biglobosa in the Guinea Savanna of Ghana”
	

	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.

	The abstract provides a good overview of the research objectives and key findings, even thoug, it is contains several grammatical and formatting inconsistencies. The study used only ten randomly selected trees to develop regression models, the small sample size significantly limits the statistical power and generalizability of the results. The practical implications of the models are not clearly elaborated.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes, the manuscript is significantly correct. 
But need attention in:
· Sample Size of the study  (10 trees limit the statistical power), 
· Statistical Interpretation Issues (example: Some R² values (e.g., 0.09, 0.16) are very low, indicating weak predictive power. It’s important not to overstate the reliability of those models)
· Terminology used, data presentation (figures and tables are referenced but not included in the text part properly)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
References are sufficient in quantity and cover the core literature, also require to adding 2–3 recent peer-reviewed articles (2020–2025) on tree modeling, crown architecture
	

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

	
· it needs significant revision for clarity, grammar, structure, flow, and scientific consistency.
· Conclusion and Recommendations part is ideal. 


	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	
· The text includes numerous grammatical issues, typos, and poor formatting (be conscious in genous and specie name wheather italic fond).
· improve scientific clarity, citations should follow a consistent format (e.g., “[6]” or “(Author, Year)”
· All maps (figure 1 and 2) need North Arow, Scale, latitude and longitude, and add legend, if need


	









	PART  2:


	
	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? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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