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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript is important for the scientific community by introducing and innovative, solvent free method microwave assisted aqueous extraction for extracting high quality orange peel.

 Aaddressing environmental and health concerns associated with traditional solvent-based techniques.
It mentioned detailed optimization of extraction parameters providing value insight into mass transfer dynamics, energy efficiency and oil quality preservation
Promote greener extraction technology
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	These title is seems short general 
I recommend the title will write as “Optimization and Characterization of Orange Peel Oil via Microwave-Assisted Aqueous Extraction" it talks about optimization and characterization 
	

	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 of the article contains important information and construct very well, but it could be improved the result and discussion to make it more sounded
Remove the graph part of abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but revisions are necessary to enhance clarity, consistency, and scholarly rigor. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The most recent reference appears to be from 2014, which might not capture advancements in the last decade and some reference that are mentioned are 20 years before

the reference number 2,6,7,11,12,13,and soon are not mentioned in the body of the manuscript

So, the reference will revise and include most recent.


	

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


	· The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. 

The article is well-structured, uses appropriate academic vocabulary, and presents the topic in a clear and logical manner. However there are some spacing issue and some sentences are too long and could be simplified for better readability.
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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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