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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript presents an innovative and sustainable approach that combines advanced wastewater treatment with the development of value-added, eco-friendly composites. By recovering waste wood biomass using a novel hybrid coagulant and incorporating it into recycled polypropylene, the study enhances composite performance while promoting circular economy principles. It offers valuable insights at the intersection of environmental engineering and materials science, advancing waste valorization and sustainable material design.
	

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

	
The current title is informative but slightly unclear and lengthy; a more concise and precise option could be: "Effect of Waste Wood Biomass on the Properties of Wood Sanding Dust/Recycled Polypropylene Composites.
	

	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 offers a clear overview of the study but would benefit from improved clarity, conciseness, and detail. Refining the motivation, specifying key materials, emphasizing main results, and enhancing the language and flow would strengthen its overall impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically robust and methodologically sound, offering a valuable contribution to sustainable materials research through its innovative approach to waste valorization and circular economy integration. With minor refinements in clarity and presentation, it demonstrates strong potential for publication.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are comprehensive, but adding recent studies from the last 2–3 years on natural fiber composites, biodegradable resins, and fiber surface modifications will help keep your work current.
	

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

	The language quality of the article is generally appropriate for scholarly communication; however, there are several areas where improvements in clarity, flow, and sentence structure would enhance its readability and precision.
	

	Optional/General comments

	
· The article offers valuable insights, and refining the writing and structure would enhance its scholarly impact.

· Incorporating recent studies from the past 2-3 years will ensure the work reflects the latest advancements in the field.

· Consistent use of key terms, such as "wood-plastic composites," "lignocellulosic fillers," and "waste wood biomass," will improve clarity, coherence, and avoid confusion throughout the manuscript.
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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)
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