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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 is significant for the scientific community, as it offers a comprehensive overview of composting as an eco-friendly and economically viable solution for managing kitchen waste. It highlights the process of composting, its numerous advantages, and the factors that influence the process, such as the C: N ratio, moisture content, and temperature. The paper also discusses the benefits of using the final compost product to improve soil health, fertility, and crop production, serving as an effective alternative to chemical fertilizers. Furthermore, the manuscript highlights the potential of composting technology to create employment opportunities and support the development of rural areas. It also presents a practical guide to the composting process and a troubleshooting guide for common problems.

	

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

	Yes, the title of this article is suitable.

Suggestions (Some alternative and cutting-edge titles):
01. Sustainable Valorization of Kitchen Wastes: The Role of Composting in Circular Bioeconomy.
02. Harnessing Microbial Power: An Eco-centric Approach to Kitchen Waste Management via Composting.

	

	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 of the article is comprehensive.
It defines composting and describes it as an eco-friendly, economically viable, and socially acceptable option for managing a large quantity of kitchen waste. The abstract also explains that the end product, compost, is rich in organic matter and nutrients and can be used as an alternative to chemical fertilizers. The importance of separating degradable from non-degradable waste is mentioned. The abstract is well-structured and covers the key aspects of the manuscript. 
Therefore, no additions or deletions are suggested.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
It accurately describes composting as a biological process that uses microorganisms to break down solid organic kitchen waste. The paper correctly identifies key factors influencing the process, such as C: N ratio, moisture, aeration, and temperature, and provides acceptable ranges for each. The manuscript also correctly states that the high temperatures during composting kill pathogens and pests. It highlights the scientific benefits of the end product, compost, which includes improving soil structure, water retention, and nutrient holding capacity, as well as reducing the need for chemical fertilizers. The basic steps outlined, like separating wastes and alternating "wet" and "dry" layers, align with standard composting practices. The troubleshooting guide provided is also based on sound scientific principles of composting.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.
The reference list includes publications from 2024, 2022, and 2020, which are all very recent.
Some Suggestions for More Improvement:
01. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2022.127591 
02. https://doi.org/10.1021/acsenvironau.1c00010 
03. https://doi.org/10.1007/s43621-024-00245-y 
04. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.127308 
05. https://doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.34881.15204 
 
	

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

	Although there are a few small grammatical mistakes and formatting irregularities that might be fixed in a rewrite, the language and English quality are usually appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Some Suggestions for more Improvement:
(1) Proofread for grammar and spelling errors. The manuscript has a few minor errors that should be corrected. 
(2) Ensure consistent formatting throughout the document. Check headings, subheadings, and text to make sure the style is uniform. 
(3) Review the introduction for clarity and flow. Make sure the sentences transition smoothly and the purpose of the manuscript is clearly stated. 
(4) Check for repetitive phrases or sentences. Condense or rephrase any repeated ideas to make the text more concise. 
(5) Expand on the "Trouble shooting Guide" table. Consider adding more details or examples for each of the common problems. 
(6) Verify that all figures and tables are correctly labeled and referenced in the text. 
(7) Consider adding a section on the economic viability of large-scale community composting projects. This would add more depth to the "economically viable" claim in the abstract. 
(8) Ensure that the information is up-to-date and reflects the latest research. The manuscript has recent references, but a final check is always good. 
(9) Enhance the conclusion to summarize key findings and future research directions. 
(10) Review and refine the cited sources. Make sure that the references are correctly formatted according to the journal's guidelines.
	





	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? 

	No.
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