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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion 

of additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

1. This manuscript focuses on the characterization and extraction of treated OBPs as a potential 
source of reinforcement in biocomposites. This innovative work is very interesting because it 
utilizes waste for advanced materials. It is important to maintain manuscripts because they have 
advanced thinking by processing waste for reprocessing. 
2. The title given is quite interesting, simple, solid, and full of meaning. The title will lead one to 
read more of the manuscript. 
3. The explanation on the abstract regarding the material and methodology is still not 
comprehensive, while the explanation of the results is excessive. Try to abstract no more than 
200 words. 
4. a. Introduction: Some paragraphs are confusing. The author must rewrite, especially in the 
first paragraph, so that it focuses more on the research material. 
b. The author must determine the number of samples taken and the number of repetitions. 

c. There are still some typos such as when writing temperature. (90o C) and others.  
d.  Equation numbers .1, 2, and 3 need to be corrected so that they are written correctly. 
5. Manuscripts that are scientifically qualified only need FTIR graphics to support research 
results.  
6. There needs to be a replacement for references that are too old like 2007, 2009 (Numbers: 9 
and 13 ). 
a. https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10570-017-1423-6 
b. DOI: 10.5923/j.nn.20180801.01 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Communication English is quite good and can be understood scientifically by readers and 
researchers. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

In general, this manuscript is interesting and structured. Manuscrip utilizes waste as a 
renewable material. Testing in the manuscript against results is insufficient. However, this 
manuscript needs a lot of improvement, especially in the introduction in the first paragraph, 
inconsistent writing, typos. It is necessary to include images of FTIR results. 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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