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3. “A catalyst solution was made by weighing 1.5 g of sodium hydroxide and dissolving it in the necessary amount of methanol.” For this study to be replicated to prove the study robustness, terms like “necessary amount” must not be used. Be specific with the methodology. 
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The manuscript demonstrates a solid technical foundation in optimizing biogrease synthesis from cottonseed oil glycerin, and it successfully links process parameters to key product properties such as glycerin yield, dropping point, and BOD, with accurate model predictions. The integration of natural feedstocks and statistical modeling marks a meaningful contribution to the development of eco-friendly lubricants
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