Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_145509

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Development of a Predictive Model for Parametric Standardization of Methanol Recovery from Transesterified Oil

	Type of the Article
	New scientific method.


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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	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 is a new scientific recovery method, deployment at manufacturing stage. This specific method is encouraging in terms of environmental view though this is not supportive in terms of economical point of view. Note that maximum recovery is ensured through this methodology. Most importantly, the relationship between independent and dependent variables of the developed model has been shown which can easily be revealed the effect of two variables upon recovery at the optimized value of third and fourth variables.
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	Yes, the Article is very simple and okay.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive, no addition or deletion is required. A slim abstract, in fact. Only 136 words. Suggestion: Author can extend the abstract to 150 words (Optional).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically okay. All the respective tables and Figures are available. Overall, seems to me fine.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Mentioned references are alright and good enough.
	

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


	So far my knowledge, language/English quality Seems to be good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Author (s) contribution are missing. 3-4 lines highlights can be incorporated. For instance, one highlight is: 
This is a crucial step towards biodiesel synthesis indeed.

Data availability, statement and declaration, competing interest, funding etc. are not included. Kindly incorporate. 

In summary, being a crucial step to biodiesel, this will obviously play a positive impact to the environment.
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