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	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.


	The authors used Aphanamixis polystachya (Pithraj), a non edible seed for the biodiesel production. Dried seeds are grounded and used Soxhlet apparatus for oil extraction followed by two step transesterification process. The work presented in the manuscript is interesting one. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. 
	

	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 can include yield of biodiesel produced in percentage. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. Need to give correct process used for solvent removal in subsection 2.4.

How solvent can be removed by heating at 60oC? The boiling point of n-hexane is 68.6oC?

Please explain.  
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	References are out dated with less numbers. Include the recent references and add atleast 10 more to make 20 plus references. Introduction part may be added with new references. 
	

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


	English usage should be checked thoroughly. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The Fig.1 clarity is very poor. Need to update the Figure with better clarity. Also the GC –MS results obtained may be compared with the published research works. 
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Mubarak M, TKM Institute of Technology Kollam, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

