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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.

	The research topic is of greater cause and yes of course the topic has so many potential advanements in terms of companies that sell materials to reduce CO2 and other community based purposes, but more important this will held of great importance to the industry and climate change policy makers. 
	

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

	The title of the book chapter is too old, need to change the research topic or the suggested topic for this book chapter is as follow:
"Optimizing Carbon Capture Efficiency in Biofuel Combustion: Investigating the Impact of Wooden Charcoal on CO₂ Reduction and Engine Performance"
	

	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.

	The abstract is poorly written, seems to be like a short summary rather than a technical way abstract, you can’t start abstract with this statement “Study on reducing the buildup of carbon dioxide (CO2)”

You need to summarize your abstract based on these technical points:
1. Define the scope of the research domain.
2. Ellaborate the key findings.
3. Suggest the suitable methodology or methodology you opted to study the research content.
4. What are your results? State them properly.
5. What are your conclusion to the research and your research outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Manuscript seems to be scientifically correct, but there is a lot of lack in technical aspects.
1. The introduction section need to be revised based on the literature work from year 2020 to onwards.
2. There is no need to enclosed the heading Experimental setup instead please draw a conclusive and descriptive methodology to support your research chapter. The methodology must be in flow analysis. 
3. Need to revise the figures caption.
4. The graphical representation seems to be satisfactoty, it can be improvised using new trend graphs or by using statistical analysis curve or in simple you can utilized the box plots graphs for the better illustration.
5. Results part must be separated from the discussion part, you need to all all the graphical and table data in result analysis and support your graphical illustration by explaining the trends. 
6. Support your conclusion by compairing the results of the recent past and contradict your findings with past findings and suggest why your findings are more valuable and more determined.
7. You need to work on your result analysis, discussion and conclusion part. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
The references are not properly cited using the EndNote or Mendeley software. 
	

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

	Satisfactory, grammar check are required in later stages after revisons made.

	

	Optional/General comments

	I have review this manuscript, my decision is major revisions required. I have added my suggestion and brief comments, after initial screening, it seems that there are a lot of technical aspects missing in this manuscript that required a major concern of change. 

	



	PART  2: 


	
	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? 
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