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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.


	I think the importance of the manuscript is well highlighted and presented in both the abstract and introduction section of the write-up. Given the barriers to the widespread use of fibres from ornamental plants, the paper is in line with the aim of contributing knowledge that could be useful in the adoption of ornamental crop fibres in the development of sustainable materials.   
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think the title should reflect the fact that it is a review paper. 
Author should consider; 

“Fibres from ornamental crops as an alternative to commercial fibres; A Review”
	

	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.
	I think the abstract is well done and appropriate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I have a major concern with the lack of description of the methodology that was used in selecting the published works that were reviewed in the manuscript, and how the whole review overall, was conducted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think the title of that section of the manuscript should be changed to “Bibliography” as not all the listed references are actually cited in the manuscript. The lack of a clear criteria that was used to select the reviewed makes it difficult for me to determine if more works could have been included in this review.
	

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


	I think the language is suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The lack of a clear criteria that was used to select the reviewed works is the only issue I have with the manuscript.
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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? 


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