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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 offers a sustainable method for converting limestone waste into valuable calcium nitrate fertilizer, supporting circular economy principles. It provides an eco-friendly, cost-effective alternative to traditional fertilizer production. The study is relevant for advancing green technologies in agriculture and waste management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	I suggested this one “Eco-Friendly Synthesis of Calcium Nitrate Fertilizer from Industrial Limestone Waste”
	

	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 is generally clear but lacks specific quantitative results to support its claims. It should briefly mention the comparison between filtered and unfiltered methods. Adding a sentence on the problem statement, methodology, key results, and potential applications or future research would improve its completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its objective, methodology, and chemical reactions involved. The processes for dissolution, neutralization, and granulation are correctly described and follow established chemical principles. However, the discussion lacks deeper analysis of results, and no statistical validation or error analysis is provided this should be addressed to strengthen scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not sufficient and lack recent publications relevant to the topic. Most cited works are outdated, with very few from the last five years. It is recommended to include more recent and high-impact studies related to sustainable fertilizer production, industrial waste utilization, and granulation processes to strengthen the manuscript’s scientific relevance.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language is not up to the mark and needs improvement in grammar and clarity throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript lacks statistical analysis or error margins, which are essential for validating experimental results.

2. The SEM images lack detailed explanation of surface morphology and its impact on granule quality.
3. The effect of varying HNO₃ concentrations on final product properties is presented but not critically analyzed in the discussion.
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