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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

No apply.

Minor REVISION comments

No apply.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript is very interesting and show results about isolation and characterization of cellulose from
Pentaclethra Macrophylla Benth Pod (PMBP) biomass waste. It merits to be published.

Please consider the following comments and suggestions before publication:

i) In the Abstract add an extra phrase introducing the theme towards the aims of this Research. The objective should
be mentioned.

i) In the Results and Discussion section revise the redaction adding introduction of the work developed; consider to
add text describing and discussing. It is a general observation; but it looks like that the section begins with a table or
graph and then a short text. It is suggested to develop more the writing.

lii) In order to highlight the Research work perspectives please consider to add more discussion about the versatility
and application of the material characterized such it was mentioned as “Renewable biomass sources are a viable
option for addressing global energy issues and environmental remediation”. Develop more this idea in order to justify
this work and highlight the potential use. In similar manner it could be compared with other sources.
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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