After revising and uploading your submission, please also upload a separate rebuttal document that addresses each of the editorial and peer review comments individually. 
Dear Editor and Reviewers,

Thank you for your careful review of our paper, and the comments, and suggestions. A significant revision of the paper has been carried out to take all of them into account. Moreover, in the process, we believe the paper improved significantly.
Editorial comments:
Changes to be made by the Author(s):
1. Please take this opportunity to thoroughly proofread the manuscript to ensure that there are no spelling or grammar issues.
Answer: We thoroughly proofread the manuscript and there are no spelling or grammar issues anymore.
2. Unfortunately, there are sections of the manuscript that show overlap with previously published work. Please revise the following lines: 388-395
Answer: We agree with this comment and following your recommendations, we have revised the lines 388-395
4. Please label the scheme as a Figure and number it accordingly.
Answer: We labeled the scheme as a Figure and numbered it accordingly.
5. Please remove the embedded figure(s) from the manuscript. All figures should be uploaded separately to your Editorial Manager account.
Answer: We removed all the embedded figures from the manuscript.
6. Please remove the embedded Table from the manuscript. All tables should be uploaded separately to your Editorial Manager account in the form of an .xls or .xlsx file.
Answer: We removed the embedded Table from the manuscript.
7. Please ensure that all text in the protocol section is written in the imperative tense as if telling someone how to do the technique (e.g., “Do this,” “Ensure that,” etc.). The actions should be described in the imperative tense in complete sentences wherever possible. Avoid usage of phrases such as “could be,” “should be,” and “would be” throughout the Protocol.
Answer: The protocol section is now written in the imperative tense.
8. How is the filtration done?
Answer: The filtration was done by vacuum filtration
9. Please highlight up to 3 pages of the Protocol (including headings and spacing) that identifies the essential steps of the protocol for the video, i.e., the steps that should be visualized to tell the most cohesive story of the Protocol. Remember that non-highlighted Protocol steps will remain in the manuscript, and therefore will still be available to the reader.
Answer: We highlighted the essential steps of the protocol for the video.
10. Please ensure that the references appear as the following: [Lastname, F.I., LastName, F.I., LastName, F.I. Article Title. Source. Volume (Issue), FirstPage – LastPage (YEAR).] For more than 6 authors, list only the first author then et al.
Answer: We present the references following your recommendations
____________________________________
Reviewers' comments:
Reviewer #1:
Manuscript Summary:
The authors provided the protocol of a comprehensive polymerization, depolymerization and repolymerization of a type of lignin-derived "PET" type of polymer which demonstrated a very important example to the circular economy and green chemistry of plastic recycling process. The protocol is very well written and the results are adequately discussed. Very minor grammatically mistakes are suggested to be revised:
Minor Concerns:
Line 88: Subsequent to
Line 124: the purity of the product was usually checked by HPLC
Line 139: the color of the reaction mixture was changed due to
Line 151: the conjugated system was destroyed by
Line 161: An acetylation reaction was performed to …
Line 176: All the products remain dissolved …
Line 177: solvent was added in the next step
Line 197: The reaction morphologically change (no "will")
Line 183: remove "will"
Line 187: remove "will"
Generally, please revise all the future tense of the remaining text to present and passive tense.
Answer: We followed all these recommendations and made the necessary changes.

Reviewer #2:
Manuscript Summary:
this manuscript presented an interesting work about a method to obtain semi-aromatic polyester derived from lignin. In my opinion the protocol described by the authors is clear and the obtained results demonstrate that the method can be used to produce polymers from biomass. I suggest accept this work in the present form.
Major Concerns:
not applicable.
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