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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.


	The significance of this manuscript to the scientific community lies in its comprehensive and current review of the literature on bokashi as a green organic amendment, which integrates findings from microbiology, soil science, and agronomy. It compares bokashi and traditional composting in a systematic fashion, and the comparison helps to understand the special mechanisms by which high-quality and native microorganisms can increase nutrient retention, soil health and crop productivity. Also discovered in the review are the methodological differences, maturity parameters and contextual factors that impact bokashi performance thus showing research gaps and future directions that experimental studies should take. Altogether, the manuscript will help develop sustainable agriculture and the circular economy by providing an evidence-based source of information to researchers, practitioners, and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The existing title, namely, VALORIZATION OF AGRICULTURAL WASTE THROUGH BOKASHI PRODUCTION: A REVIEW, is, overall, quite appropriate, as it reflects the fact that the manuscript is devoted to agricultural waste management, the bokashi production, and its review-based character.

.
	

	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 rather extensive and properly organised since it presents bokashi, describes the fermentation process, emphasises the importance of effective and indigenous microorganisms, and summarises the most significant agronomic and soil-associated advantages. It manages to bring across the applicability of bokashi as a sustainable substitute to standard composting and farm manure. There is no significant need to delete anything since the points in it are useful.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and has mostly been right in its conceptual framework, methodology and interpretation of the literature that was available. The description of bokashi as an anaerobic or semi-anaerobic fermentation process is accurate, the functions of effective microorganisms (EM) and indigenous microorganisms (IMO) are explained properly, and the major measures of maturity, including pH, C/N ratio, and fermentation duration, are discussed appropriately. The fact that the synthesis of the studies on the physicochemical properties of the soil, microbial activity, and crop performance is in line with the existing results of soil science and sustainable agriculture is not surprising. They are relevant, up-to-date and based on reliable scientific sources, which confirm the arguments provided in the whole manuscript.

Nonetheless, the paper can use slight scientific improvements instead of corrections. They involve better distinction of anaerobic fermentation and composting in certain passages, cautious language with the extrapolation of results into various agroecological settings and some standardisation of terms and units. These are not problems that decrease the scientific validity of the work, but their consideration would enhance accuracy and strength.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes - the sources in the manuscript are usually adequate and contain numerous pertinent and credible sources especially in bokashi production, microbial participation, soil characteristics, and agricultural results. The fact that the peer-reviewed articles, working papers, and recent reports have been included proves that contemporary research has been engaged.


	

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


	The language and the general standard of English used in the manuscript are more than acceptable in the communication of the scholars, and the text is intelligible, logical and suitably academic. Technical language is applied correctly, and the structure is in accordance with the rules of the scientific review article.
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