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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 study contributes meaningful data on reaction kinetics, thermal stability, and decomposition stages, helping researchers optimize pyrolysis system designs. Overall, this work enhances the scientific community’s knowledge of renewable biomass resources and supports future advancements in biofuel and bioproduct development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It can be improved to make it more specific, informative, and aligned with common scientific title structures.

Here are some suggested alternative titles:

“Thermogravimetric Analysis and Kinetic Study of the Pyrolysis Behaviour of Chestnut Fruit Shells”
	

	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.


	A few improvements can enhance clarity and readability:

-Improve the opening sentence by stating the significance of chestnut shells more clearly 

- Clarify the main findings by highlighting the most important results 

- Correct minor grammatical issues (e.g., “was used determining” → “was used to determine”).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the information presented, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. The methodology, data interpretation, and conclusions are coherent and follow accepted scientific standards. However, a more detailed examination of the experimental design, data accuracy, and statistical treatment would further strengthen the scientific rigor of the work.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript appear generally sufficient and relevant to the topic of biomass pyrolysis, thermogravimetric analysis,
	

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


	The terminology used is appropriate for the field, and the ideas are conveyed in a coherent and understandable manner. With minor proofreading for consistency and clarity, the paper is fully acceptable for academic publication.
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