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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 (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.


	Based on the results, roasting appears to be a good system since it increases efficiency and calorific value.

It is an abundant waste product that needs to be repurposed for environmental reasons.

It is recommended to continue the research by changing parameters and studying the results obtained.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is recommended: The title should be short, concise and clear. The most effective have less than 10 words and no should include abbreviations or acronyms.
	

	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 provides an overview of the work. It can be considered accurate.

Tip: It can answer questions such as: Why was the study conducted? What was done and how? What are the results? What do these findings mean and what impact do they have?

The abstract can be structured with the sections: objective, design, context, themes, results, and conclusions, or it can be unstructured, with the information typically presented in two or three paragraphs.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The structure is correct. The headings are correct: Introduction, it is recommended to write Materials and Methods, Results, and Conclusions. Abbreviations should be explained or included in a table. 
Correct the separations between titles and text. Some headings have separations and others don't. Unify.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is considered correct. The text should be reviewed and the size standardized. There are references in size 12 and 11.

(Ajibola et al.) or (Nada S.A. et al.), for example, "et al." should not be written, as it is a single author.

(Alanya-Rosenbaum, S., Bergman, R. D.) cannot write only two; either "et al." is written, or all four authors are written. Chen et al. is written in the text, but the name or initial is not written. Two are written in the references, but the years do not match either. Lungaho, M., writes 2020 in the article and 2025 in the references. Oliveira, L. S., & Franca, A. S. (2015) in the references and 2009 in the article.

It is recommended to review all references due to so many errors.
	

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


	Ok (Some errors need to be corrected)
	

	Optional/General comments


	Typographical errors to correct: spaces after periods, hyphens, spaces, etc.

As a tip, you could add a section titled "Analysis of the Study's Limitations."

- State how your findings support the stated objectives and answer the research questions posed at the beginning of the paper.
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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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