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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. lIs thetitle 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. Arethe 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)

It is important because it shows forth a scientific investigation. It demonstrates the efficacy
of alkali derived from biomas as an agent of saponification. This is within the confines of
green chemistry.

Original title seems not appropriate; suggested title: “Physicochemical Properties of African
Black Soap Prepared with Alkali Derived from (Empty) Oil Palm Fruit Bunches”

The Abstract is fair but single line spacing suggested. The ratios of the quaternary blend
(PKO: PFAD: TO: PO) should be unambiguously stated in parentheses.
The journal has a format. The author(s) should follow it.

Somewhat; there need to be significant improvement in both the grammatical and technical
languages.
The references should be updated to be within 5 years old (2019 to present day)

Minor REVISION comments

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

| suggest that the manuscript be reviewed by English language editor/software to purge all
grammatical errors. There are many of such.

Optional/General comments

The Tables are not in conformity with scientific format. There should be no grid lines as if on graph
paper. Usually, two major rows are conventional in which the first row bears the descriptors while
the second the values obtained under each descriptor. See example below:

Pure and blended samples

Paramet PO PFAD PKO TO PKO:P PKO:PF PKO:TO PKO:P

ers @] AD O:PFAD
‘TO

FFA

RD

SV

v

All the Figures should be re-plotted for clarity. The Y and X axes are illegible.

| don’t agree that the blends are all 1:1 ratio. That may apply to binary blend, composed only of two
components, but not more than. How does 1:1 ratio apply to “PKO: PO: TO: PFAD” blend which is
made up of 4 components?

See my comments on the attached manuscript.
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Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’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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