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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.


	This study explores sustainable biodiesel production by utilizing Moringa oleifera oil—a non-edible and regionally plentiful resource—alongside affordable heterogeneous catalysts produced from plantain peel ash. Through Response Surface Methodology, the research systematically optimizes the process, establishing reliable parameters that can support future biofuel development. By simultaneously tackling renewable energy production and agricultural waste repurposing, the work could supports circular economy practices and helps reduce reliance on fossil fuels, offering valuable contributions to both scientific and industrial sectors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is partially suitable, but it could be more precise and aligned with scientific conventions. The use of the term "Renewable Diesel" in this context is inaccurate. True renewable diesel, also known as hydrotreated vegetable oil (HVO), is produced through a distinct chemical process and differs from biodiesel, which relies on transesterification.
	

	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 too lengthy, contains redundancies, and it misses precision points that could make it more impactful for the scientific community— some background sentences repeat information from the introduction.
The abstract should highlight the benefits or innovative aspects of using plantain peel ash as a heterogeneous catalyst, setting it apart from conventional alternatives.

“Renewable diesel" should be replaced with "biodiesel" for scientific accuracy. For more transparency; include e.g. the cetane number and specific gravity issues instead of implying all properties met the standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates a methodologically sound experimental approach and good statistical analysis. However,  there are several technical and interpretational inaccuracies that need to be addressed for it to be considered correct in a peer-reviewed context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in number but the majority are from before 2020, and some are over a decade old. Given how biodiesel catalyst and optimization research has advanced rapidly in the past 5 years, consider incorporating more up-to-date studies.
	

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


	While the manuscript's language is comprehensible and conveys technical content adequately, it requires refinement to meet the linguistic standards of scholarly publication. The authors should proofread and clear off typos and grammatical errors.   For example: (i) is has shown” (should be “is shown” or “has been shown”).  (ii) load in the porcelain crucible (should be “loaded into the porcelain crucible”). (iii)parboiled in a cooler (should be “parboiled in a container” or “vessel”)

	

	Optional/General comments


	i) Clarify methodology inconsistencies
ii) Add catalyst characterization

iii) Revise language for conciseness and correctness

The topic is relevant to sustainable biofuel research, especially in the context of low-cost, waste-derived catalysts, and the experimental work appears largely reproducible. However, the manuscript requires significant revisions before it can be considered for publication
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