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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	This book is a treasure trove of engineering insights, offering innovative approaches to solving complex problems. It's a must-read for both students and professionals in the field."
	What is the importance of studying biomass conversion processes like pyrolysis in the context of palm oil waste?
Why are temperature and heating time-critical factors in the pyrolysis process?
What is the significance of experimenting with temperatures ranging from 200°C to 500°C?
How does a bomb calorimeter contribute to evaluating the properties of biochar and bio-oil?
What specific information can Scanning Electron Microscopy (SEM) and Fourier-Transform Infrared Spectroscopy (FTIR) provide about biofuels?
How does this study contribute to advancing sustainable energy solutions?
What was the significance of achieving a carbon yield of 58.50% under optimal conditions?
What does the 28.369 kJ/kg calorific value indicate about the produced biochar?
How does a pore diameter of 8.564 µm impact the usability of the biochar?
What insights does Energy Dispersive X-ray (EDX) analysis provide about carbonization?
Could the study results vary significantly with different biomass materials or microwave power levels? Why?


	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The combination of theoretical knowledge and practical applications is seamlessly woven throughout the book, making it an invaluable resource for engineering enthusiasts."

	Title ENGINEERING RESEARCH AND INNOVATIONS is suitable for the Book.

	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.

	In Abstract the technical details are helpful, but at times, the explanations felt overly dense and could be simplified for broader understanding."

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	I appreciate the clear and concise language used in this book, which makes even complex concepts easy to understand. It’s a great guide for anyone involved in research or development."

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient no neend to provide additional references.
	

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

	
I appreciate the clear and concise language used in this book



	

	Optional/General comments

	
Overall, the book is a valuable resource for anyone interested in engineering research and innovations. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
No

	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	N.A
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	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”






	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8






	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from book editorial office and editors):


	
	Author’s Feedback
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