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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 manuscript presents in simple terms a review of the ‘Integrated Composting and Anaerobic Digestion for Zoo Waste Management’. This review is important and impactful to the local and international community as it focusses on recent developments in zoo waste management in India, using five zoological parks as case studies. It was easy to read and understand and the review was presented in detail. It clearly explained the composition and challenges of zoo wastes, AD technology and integrated AD and Compositing technology.  There were proffered solutions and recommendations for the way forward.  There were virtually no typographical errors and it was generally a good read.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes  - Abstract is comprehensive and adequate.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, a good review - with scientifically correct information.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This review mad reference to  varied  literature  however, it could benefit from additions from more recent literature ( 2024, &2025 papers were not quoted).
	

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


	Good standard of English, hardly any typos or grammatical errors.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Generally a good review paper, recommended for publication.
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