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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 
 

 
Studies on biofuel are gaining traction owing to pollution mitigation and energy security potentials of 
the bio-based clean fuels. Thus, present study is quite relevant to the energy industry and developing 
countries where energy access is low. The authors attempted to investigate the optimization of 
biodiesel production from an indigenous biomass feedstock (KARIYA POD-HUSKS) via soxhlet and 
transesterification techniques. The manuscript is well written and the results are quite informative. I 
therefore recommend it for publication after the following concerns are addressed: 

1. Authors should show the picture of the indigenous Kariya pod-husks used in the study to help 
the native readers understand the biomass sensory and physicochemical properties. 

2. Table 2 and Table should be separated by double margin. 
3. Authors claimed that “The average oil yield obtained in this study was 32.55%. The average 

oil yield in this study was more than the values (23.15-30.53%) reported by Oluwadare and 
Adeniyi (2015) using the same solvent for kariya oilseed, and more than 25.11 % reported by 
Okeleye and Betiku (2019).” 
Authors should provide reasons for this discrepancy.  
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Optional/General comments 
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 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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