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	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.


	The study presents a viable option for biomass energy, potentially playing a pivotal role in the biomass sector.
	

	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.


	yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	1.
The paragraphs in the introduction are too long, most especially, paragraph two, it should be reduced.

2.
The author(s) should correct the grammar, “ Fig. 1 representation the overall review” just before Fig. 1 schematic.

3.
The influence of various factors of pretreatment on the sugar yield, such as cost, production of secondary products, and the environment “WAS” discussed and compared. The word WAS should be changed to “WERE”.

4.
Under section 2-Combinative Pretreatment Methods-The word BELOW in “The sub-sections below” should be “This section or The section……..

5.
For clarity, the following subheads should be given numbers, like 2.1.1, 2.1.2, 2.1.3, etc. Microwave acid-assisted combinative pretreatment; Microwave alkali-assisted combinative pretreatment; Microwave ironic liquid-assisted combinative pretreatment; and Deep eutectic solvent-assisted combinative pretreatment. The same pattern should apply to other subheads not given a number.

6.
The last sentence” The following were concluded on each of the combinative methods” should be presented as: “Based on the study or review, it can be concluded or was observed that”

7.
The asterisk as used in Table one should be spelled out what it stands for.

Finally, the column titled “Sources” in Table 1 should be changed to “Author(s)”.
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