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Dear Dr. Eng. Farobie, .
]
“Your submission entitled "Eco-Innovation in Energy: Solid Degradation Kinetics of Rejected Red Macroalgae (Kappaphycopsis cottonii) for Bio-Oil and Biochar Production” has been
received by journal Results in Engineering. It has been assigned the following manuscript number: RINENG-D-24-00968
‘You will be able to check on the progress of your paper by logging on to Editorial Manager as an author. The URL is hitps://www_ editorialmanager.com/rineng/. +
+ “Your manuscript will be given a reference number once an Editor has been assigned
Thank you for submitting your work to this journal
Kind regards,
Results in Engineering
This journal uses the Elsevier Article Transfer Service. This means that if an editor feels your manuscript is more suitable for an alternative journal, then you might be asked to consider
transferring the manuscript to such a journal. The recommendation might be provided by a Journal Editor, a dedicated Scientific Managing Editor, a tool assisted recommendation, or a
combination. For more details see the journal guide for authors.
>

At Elsevier, we want to help all our authors to stay safe when publishing. Please be aware of fraudulent messages requesting money in return for the publication of your paper. If you are
publishing open access with Elsevier, bear in mind that we will never request payment before the paper has been accepted. We have prepared some guidelines (https:./
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Manuscript Number: RINENG-D-24-00968

o
Manuscript Title: Eco-Innovation in Energy: Solid Degradation Kinetics of Rejected Red Macroalgae (Kappaphycopsis cottonii) for Bio-Oil and Biochar Production L]
Journal: Results in Engineering
Dear Obie Farobie,
) : e
‘Your submitted manuscript is currently under review. You can track the status of your submission in Editorial Manager, or track the review status in more detail using Track your
submission here:
htips://track.authorhub.elsevier.com?uuid=213f6932-d9bb-4b2 1-abc6-178061c26a04
This page will remain active until the peer review process for your submission is completed. You can visit the page whenever you like to check the progress of your submission. The page
does not require a login, so you can also share the link with your co-authors.
If you are a WeChat user, then you can also receive status updates via WeChat. To do this please click the following link; you will be taken to Elsevier China's website where further
instructions will guide you on how to give permission to have your submission's details made visible in WeChat. Note that by clicking the link no submission data is transferred to the
WeChat platform. If you have any questions about using Track your submission with WeChat please visit fE£E%5i8) https://cn.service elsevier.com/app/chat/chat_launch/supporthub/
publishing/session/ - Journal Article Publishing Sz3gAR(
https://webapps elsevier.cn/st-wechat/subscribe?signature=1710334828-8cc120e194143fb972ed 1 7edee783b29&uuid=2f3f6932-d9bb-4b21-abc6-178061c26a04
‘We hope you find this service useful.
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Eco-Innovation in Energy: Solid Degradation Kinetics of Rejected Red Macroalgae (Kappaphycopsis cottonii) for Bio-Oil and Biochar Production
Results in Engineering
Dear Dr. Eng. Farobie,
Reviewers have now commented on your paper. You will see that they are adwising that you revise your manuscript. If you are prepared to undertake the work required, | would be
pleased to reconsider my decision.
For your guidance, reviewers' comments are appended below.
If you decide to revise the work, please submit a list of changes or a rebuttal against each point which is being raised when you submit the revised manuscript.
Please resubmit your revised manuscript by Apr 30, 2024
To submit a revision, go to https://www.editorialmanager.com/rineng/ and log in as an Author. You will see a menu item call Submission Needing Revision. You will find your submission
record there.
Research Elements (optional)
This journal encourages you to share research objects - including your raw data, methods, protocols, software, hardware and more — which support your original research article in a
Research Elements journal. Research Elements are open access, multidisciplinary, peer-reviewed journals which make the objects associated with your research more discoverable,
trustworthy and promote replicability and reproducibility. As open access journals, there may be an Article Publishing Charge if your paper is accepted for publication. Find out more
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Reviewer 1: Full manuscript title Eco-Innovation in Energy: Solid Degradation Kinetics of Rejected Red Macroalgae (Kappaphycopsis cottoni) for Bio-Oil and Biochar Production
Reviewer Name Lata Deso Abo

Manuscript number RINENG-D-24-00968

REVIEWER COMMENTS

Itis an interesting thematic research area, which currently researchers and scholars need. However, let me provide the author with general and specific comments that should be
included

Comment 1 The author should provide the appropriate key words for the present study.

Comment 2 Add graphical abstract since it is very crucial for further understanding.

Comment 3 The abstracts of the study must be written using strong research words rather than using the second, third person plurals like we....

Comment 4 In abstracts the author should write the specific key findings rather than putting values in the form of ranges

Comment 5 In slow pyrolysis, how to control the flow rates of gases or systems or raw materials?

Comment 6 The author's materials and methods look like shallow. Try to rewrite the material and methods or give a brief explanation on this section.

Comment 7 Decide the specific temperature at which bio-oil is produced

Comment 8 Why not consider other type of pyrolysis in the formulation of bio-cil? Additionally, what makes slow pyrolysis more effective than other types of pyrolysis for production of
both products?

Comment 9 In product analysis, the author utilized only thermogravimetric analysis (TGA), why don't you consider other types of analytical characterization? Moreover, as researcher try
to rewrite your methodology briefly for further understanding of other scholars.

Comment 9 Result and discussion: In this study, the author conducted comparative study with other raw materials. Is comparative study experimental or literature-based? If literature-
based try to include recent studied research work rather than studies performed before five years?

Comment 11 In line 156 to 157 says "It was observed that higher temperatures played a pivotal role in increasing bio-oil yields". This statement should be specific and concise (specific
temperatures should be mentioned). As a researcher and author of this research work, identify the specific temperatures that results bio-oils.

Comment 12 Specific methodology should be stated for "Reaction kinetics of solid degradation”. What are the techniques or mathematical interpretation that helps for the estimation or
determination of kinetics? The authors should provide suitable methods or ways for these sections of research investigation.

Comment 13 Providing equations and other mathematical manipulation like Equation 1, 2 (page 14 to 17) and soon in results and discussions are inappropriate. The authors should
rewrite such Equations in methodology part rather than in results and discussion sections.

Comment 14 (general) Why this study is important? Provide a clear justificationll

Comment 15 (general) What makes your study innovative?

Comment 16 (general) The abstract of the study should be written in a precise manner again. Try to explain as per the specific objectives extracted from the main title

Comment 17 (general) Make your citation consistent with others (in text and reference part)




4
1

Q_ RINENG X ®actver (@ &

Goagle -8

€ B 0 ® 8 0 @ B DO i 0ofts ¢ > (0]

wna

Reviewer 2. 1. The author has done a good job, but beautification of standard graphs and tables is necessary, especially in accordance with the requirements of the journal

2 Analysis part is not clear. Author should give the specification of the equipment and procedure. 0
3 Some figures are irelevant of the text Please check its relevancy Specially,

4 Abstract needs 1o be rewritien, report important findings and suggestons.

5. Avoid providing multiple references per sentence, restrict it to max 2 citations per sentence. E
6. Avoid spacing and spelling mistakes, check throughout the manuscript

7. Novelty statement Is not clear enough, no new information is given regarding importance and methodology. Clearly state the novelty

8 Quality of graphs needs to be improved as per journal guidelines

9. Restrict conclusion to 150 words, highlight only the important findings and future suggestions. 4

At Elsevier, wo want to help all our authors to stay safe when publishing Please be aware of fraudulent messages requesting money in return for the publication of your paper If you are
publishing open access with Elsevier, bear in mind that we will never request payment before the paper has been accepted We have prepared some guidelines (https //

Www else en-10p-ips-on-stopping-apc-scams ) that you may find helpful, including a short video on Identifying fake acceptance letters (hitps /

www youtube com/watch?v=05I8thDOXIE ) Please remember that you can contact Elsevier s Researcher Support team (hitps //service elsevier comvapp/home/supporthub/publishing/) at
any time f you have questions about your manuscript, and you can log into Editorial Manager to check the status of your manuscript (hitps //service elsevier com/app/answors/detail
8_1d/29155/c/10530 publishing/kw/status/)
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Ref.: Ms. No. RINENG-D-24-00968R1
Eco-Innovation in Energy: Solid Degradation Kinetics of Rejected Red Macroalgae (Kappaphycopsis cottonii) for Bio-Oil and Biochar Production
Results in Engineering

Dear Dr. Eng. Farobie,

| am pleased to tell you that your work has now been accepted for publication in Results in Engineering.

It was accepted on Apr 28, 2024

Comments from the Editor and Reviewers can be found below

Thank you for submitting your work to this journal

We encourage authors of original research papers to share the research objects — including raw data, methods, protocols, software, hardware and other outputs — associated with their
paper. More information on how our open access Research Elements journals can help you do this is available at https://www.elsevier.com/authors/tools-and-resources/research-
elements-journals?dgcid=ec_em research_elements email

With kind regards

Yingqun Ma, Ph.D >
Editor
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