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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 manuscript examines an underused biomass resource with clear relevance to Guinea’s rural energy needs. It contributes useful technical data on the composition and energy performance of palm stems and links these findings to practical applications. This work addresses a documented energy access challenge and offers insight into a resource with socioeconomic and environmental benefit. However, the argument would be strengthened by showing explicitly how this work advances the regional biomass literature beyond reiterating known characteristics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title reflects the purpose of the study. However, a more specific option could be “Energy Valorization Potential of Palm Stem Biomass for Rural Energy Use in Guinea.”
	

	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 provides a clear statement of motivation, composition and context. However, it would benefit from one sentence summarizing the main experimental findings and one sentence noting practical implications for implementation in Guinea.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The content presented is technically sound and consistent with current knowledge of lignocellulosic biomass. However, the methodology section could offer clearer detail on experimental sampling, conditions and data handling to support repeatability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are appropriate and include authoritative biomass literature. However, more recent regional or Africa-specific biomass valorization studies would strengthen contextual grounding.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable and reads clearly. However, the text would benefit from tightening to remove repetition and improve precision.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well organized and draws a convincing link between energy properties and national relevance. However, adding a short section on implementation challenges or required policy support would enhance the practical value of the work.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical concerns were identified, though a formal ethics review may provide further assurance.
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