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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	It provides valuable insights into the sustainable production of bioethanol from underutilized herbaceous weeds, offering a novel approach to biomass valorization in tropical regions. By exploring low-cost, abundant, and often neglected weed species as feedstocks, the study contributes significantly to renewable energy research, waste-to-energy innovations, and environmental management. 
The findings hold particular importance for developing countries seeking affordable, eco-friendly energy alternatives, and open pathways for further research into localized biofuel production systems.
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Quantitative results (reducing sugars, ethanol concentration) would be better presented in tables for clarity alongside graphs.
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	Adequate literature citations, but more direct comparison with other studies using the same weed species would strengthen the argument.


	

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