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	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 addresses an important and emerging area of sustainable agriculture by exploring the utilization of marigold flower liquid biowaste (MFLB) as an eco-friendly nutrient amendment for maize. The study contributes to circular bio-economy by converting floral waste—an abundant but underutilized resource—into a potential agronomic input. The findings are relevant for semi-arid regions where soil fertility is low and dependency on chemical fertilizers remains high. Overall, the research offers valuable insights into waste valorization, sustainable nutrient management, and organic-based crop improvement strategies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, concise, and reflective of the manuscript’s objectives.
	

	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 comprehensive and provides details on the background, methods, major observations, and conclusions. However, it is overly dense and includes excessive methodological details (coordinates, soil textural fractions, statistical values) that are not typical for an abstract so it is suggested to reduce as per guideline of the journal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and the experimental design (RCBD factorial) is appropriate for the objectives. The analysis using ANOVA and CD at 5% is correct and results are interpreted logically. However, some sections rely heavily on non-significant results; clearer emphasis on practical relevance despite statistical non significance would strengthen the discussion. The linkage between biochemical properties of MFLB and observed plant responses is good, but could benefit from more mechanistic explanations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, relevant, and include several recent sources (2020–2024). However, additional references on floral waste composting, liquid organic formulations, and maize nutrient dynamics could further strengthen the background.
	

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


	The English quality is generally acceptable for scholarly communication, but the manuscript contains several lengthy, complex sentences that reduce readability. Minor grammatical corrections, improved flow, and simplification of technical descriptions (especially in the abstract and materials & methods) are recommended. A light language polishing will improve clarity and coherence.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	 No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study involves standard agronomic field experimentation.
	


Reviewer details:

Praveen Kumar Yadaw, Kalinga University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

