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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 manuscript provides valuable insights into the kinetic behavior and bio-energy potential of two abundant biomass resources—water hyacinth and cassava waste—both of which represent environmentally problematic yet readily available feedstocks. By comparing their biodegradability and energy conversion characteristics, the study supports the development of sustainable waste-to-energy strategies that can be applied in regions facing biomass management challenges. The findings contribute to the broader scientific effort to diversify renewable energy sources and enhance biogas production efficiency through informed feedstock selection.
	

	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 is generally clear and provides a basic overview of the study; however, it would benefit from the inclusion of more specific quantitative results to strengthen its scientific value.
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	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient and include several recent studies relevant to biomass valorization, anaerobic digestion, and kinetic modeling.
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