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	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 paper provides information for the scientific community and explores how utilizing solid fermentation on unprocessed agricultural waste can not only reduce production costs but also support circular bioeconomy initiatives by converting agricultural residues into highly valuable, environmentally friendly bioproducts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of this research meets the SOM criteria, namely significant, objective, and methods.
	

	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 presented in this manuscript is complete, but the term “Bushnell Haas medium” appears in the abstract without being explained in the introduction, methods, or results of the study in this manuscript, so its use is unclear.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In principle, this manuscript has fulfilled most of the requirements, including the research objectives, abstract, background, research methods, results, and discussion. However, in the conclusion section, the cited sources should not be listed in the conclusion; it is sufficient to write a summary of the research results obtained.
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	The bibliography used in this literature review is adequate and up-to-date, as seen from the references used in the last 5-10 years.
	

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


	Grammar  and Language: Review minor grammatical errors for improved readability. For example, ensure consistent terminology, and double-check sentence structure to enhance clarity in conveying complex points
	

	Optional/General comments


	This research is interesting and informative, but the introduction does not explain why solid state fermentation (SSF) was used instead of liquid state fermentation (LSF) and what the advantages of SSF are that led to its use in this research.
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