
Review Form (Research)
	Journal Name:
	BIONATURE

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BN_2654

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Transformation and Normalisation of Tropical Timber Diameter Distributions with Machine Learning and Python

	Type of the Article
	Research Article




PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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.
	The manuscript appears to a well prepared and original work. However, it needs to be improved and rewritten of some sections

	



PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4 = Good
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
I recommended to add following references to reference list. Because that literature is helpful for describing advantages of wood substrate. The manuscript directly start with tropical forest rather than general characteristics of forest and wood properties. Because this manuscript will be distributed all around world rather than only tropical lands.
Recomeden references;
1. Sahin, C.K., Onay, B: (2020) Alternative Wood Species for playgrounds: wood from fruit trees. Wood Research 65 (1), 149-160.

2. Sahin, C.K., Topay, M., Var, A.A. (2020). Formun ÜstüFormun Altı
A study on suitability of some wood species for landscape applications: surface color, hardness and roughness changes at outdoor conditions. Wood Research 65 (3), 395-404.

Sahin, C., Onay, B., Mirza, E. (2021). A natural sustainable material for urban design : Wood. M. Ozyavuz (Editor), In: Theories, techniques, strategies for spatial planners & designers Peter Lang GmbH, Germany.pp. 221-231. 
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	3 = Satisfactory
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3 = Satisfactory
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
I recommended to add following references to reference list. Because that literature is helpful for describing advantages of wood substrate. The manuscript directly start with tropical forest rather than general characteristics of forest and wood properties. Because this manuscript will be distributed all around world rather than only tropical lands.
Recomeden references;
3. Sahin, C.K., Onay, B: (2020) Alternative Wood Species for playgrounds: wood from fruit trees. Wood Research 65 (1), 149-160.

4. Sahin, C.K., Topay, M., Var, A.A. (2020). Formun ÜstüFormun Altı
A study on suitability of some wood species for landscape applications: surface color, hardness and roughness changes at outdoor conditions. Wood Research 65 (3), 395-404.

5. Sahin, C., Onay, B., Mirza, E. (2021). A natural sustainable material for urban design : Wood. M. Ozyavuz (Editor), In: Theories, techniques, strategies for spatial planners & designers Peter Lang GmbH, Germany.pp. 221-231. 
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	2 = Needs Improvement
	



PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	YES
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	NO
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