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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.


	It is important to scientific community as it addresses challenges of environmental challenges and sustainable materials. 
It also promotes waste to wealth concept.

It opens to opportunities interdisciplinary studies in material science, environmental management and sustainable product development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title seems short and precise; it describes sustainable development and material science.
	

	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.


	There is no abstract written on the manuscript 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The method is not clearly articulate. 
The introduction provides a broad background but lacks focus on the specific research problem addressed in this study.
Revisions are necessary to enhance clarity, consistency, and scholarly rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed are extensive and cover various aspects.
	

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


	Several sentences are too large and leading to clarity.
Generally, Acceptable for scholarly communication, but needs moderate editing for grammar, conciseness, and citation style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript is not well-structured. There is no discussion and conclusion session.
There are notable issues in writing quality, structure, and presentation that need improvement before publication.
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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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