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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 manuscript addresses the characterization and preparation of eggshell-based materials, which are gaining significance in sustainable material science. The topic is relevant to the scientific community due to its potential applications in environmental engineering and biocomposites. However, to enhance its contribution, the manuscript should include more recent literature, original experimental data, and clearer methodological representation. With improvements, the work could be a useful reference in the field of eco-friendly material development.

	

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

	Yes, the title of the article is well-aligned with the content of the manuscript and accurately reflects its scope and focus.
	

	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 provides a general overview but lacks clarity on the research methodology, key findings.
Suggestions:
· Mention if the work is experimental or review-based.
· Include specific outcomes or metrics (e.g., improvement in material strength, composition data, or application relevance).
· Clarify what distinguishes this study from existing literature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript presents a conceptually sound topic, but several improvements are needed to meet scientific standards:
· Table 2 formatting needs revision for clarity.
· Original experimental data should replace generalized literature citations on eggshell composition.
· Recent references (2022–2025) are lacking and should be included to reflect current trends.
· Methodology description should be enhanced with a flowchart or visual aid.
· Comparative analysis (especially for inspection techniques) in tabular form would add value.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The reference list lacks citations from the most recent years (2022, 23& 2025). The inclusion of high-impact, recent studies is highly recommended to support the relevance and depth of the review.
Suggested additions:
· Recent publications from Elsevier, Springer, or Nature on eggshell biocomposites or waste-derived materials.
· Current reviews or experimental studies on sustainable calcium-based materials.
	

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

	
The manuscript needs moderate language editing. While the overall message is understandable, some sentences are generic or awkwardly phrased.

	

	Optional/General comments

	


1. The current format of Table 2 is a bit confusing. Listing three references and their findings in a single row makes it hard to follow. It would be much clearer if each reference and its corresponding result were listed separately, with proper individual citations.
2. The author has referred to previously published data for the eggshell composition. Since different preparation methods were followed, it would add more value and originality to the chapter if experimental results from the current study were included instead.
3. There’s a noticeable absence of recent references, especially from 2022, 2023, and 2025. Including high-impact and up-to-date studies will make the discussion more relevant and understanding.
4. The eggshell preparation process is currently described in plain text. Representing this using a flowchart or schematic would make the method easier to understand and visually appealing for readers.
5. The proposed chapter seems to overlap with existing publications. The author should clearly highlight what’s new in this work and how it adds unique value to the literature or book.
6. A table comparing various eggshell quality inspection methods would be a great addition. This could be placed under Section 5, along with a brief explanation of the results- including why certain trends or findings occurred.
	



	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? 

	The reviewer did not evaluate ethical aspects in detail due to constraints. It is recommended that the publisher/editorial team verify compliance with ethical guidelines, particularly in terms of data originality and subject research protocols, if applicable.
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