Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Plant & Soil Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJPSS_147089

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Simultaneous valorization of market and slaughterhouse waste in agriculture

	Type of the Article
	Origin Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 work contributes to the growing body of literature on sustainable waste management and soil fertility improvement through the valorization of organic waste. It offers a practical example of how market and slaughterhouse residues can be transformed into compost, reducing environmental pollution while providing low-cost nutrient sources for smallholder farmers. The study promotes resource recycling, supports food security, and aligns with the UN Sustainable Development Goals on responsible production and climate action.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Partially. The current title is understandable but uses the word “valorization,” which is too technical for many readers. I recommend changing it to something clearer, such as:

· “Co-Composting of Market and Slaughterhouse Wastes for Sustainable Crop Production” (recommended)
· “Transforming Market and Slaughterhouse Wastes into Compost for Sustainable Agriculture.”
These alternatives better describe the process and highlight the agricultural purpose of the study.


	

	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 summarizes the aim and main findings well, but it needs improvement. The study design is missing (the placeholder should be replaced), and statistical results should be briefly mentioned. The last sentences could also be simplified for smoother flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The experimental procedures are logical, but several key details are missing:

· Number of replications and randomization not stated.

· Compost pile composition and size should be described more clearly.

· Statistical analysis methods need to be detailed.

· Figures and tables require units and clear captions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally adequate and up-to-date, although the formatting should follow the journal’s style consistently. A few older references could be replaced or supported with more recent studies on composting and biochar.
	

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


	The English is understandable but needs careful editing. There are many grammatical errors and awkward expressions. A professional language review is strongly recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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