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PART 1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Circular economy requires that there be a closed loop between waste generation and disposal, as such
innovative ways of diverting and reusing waste are necessary. This work does exactly that thereby
contributing meaningfully to the scientific community. | am of the view that as this work stands it is
original and therefore adds new insight or joins the conversation around reuse or repurposing of
biomass to reduce waste that ends up in landfill sites.

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

The tittle is suitable for the article.

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 is comprehensive and sums up all the key processes followed during the research
including the key findings.

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please
write here.

For a short communication, the article is scientifically correct.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestions of additional references, please
mention them in the review form.

The references are up to date and very recent as such there are no identifiable issues with them and
they are relevant to the content covered in the study.

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

The quality of the English language used is suitable for a scholarly communication.

Optional/General comments

The authors need to double check the spelling of some words, eg in Table 1, yield is presented as
Tield. A space is needed in this line “The RABR isan outdoor” in the first paragraph on the second

page.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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