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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 addresses a study on cellulose extraction from a fruit originating in Africa, with potential use for biopolymer production. This topic aligns with the principles of sustainable development and is relevant to academia, even though the specialized literature is extensively documented. The authors adopted one method for cellulose extraction from two biomass sources (of the same fruit) and compared the percentage of cellulose extracted. They used FTIR for the analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest a little change. Please, see the comments in the document attached.
	

	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.


	Yes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the study is relatively simple, it shows potential for improvement. It is necessary to properly adjust the presentation of the results (which are in the attached document) and to include more references (and current ones).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. It is necessary including more.
	

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


	Yes.
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	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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