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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.


	This review addresses the increasingly important topic of liquid food waste management, which is highly relevant in the context of sustainability, circular economy, and climate change mitigation. By compiling conventional and emerging treatment technologies, the manuscript provides a broad overview that may be useful for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners in food, environmental, and waste management sciences. The inclusion of valorization pathways and upcycling approaches adds applied relevance. However, stronger critical synthesis and clearer identification of research gaps would further enhance its scientific contribution.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the scope of the review.
	

	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 covers the topic, objectives, and scope of the review adequately. However, it is largely descriptive and could be improved by:

· Clearly stating the methodology of the review (e.g., narrative vs. systematic),

· Briefly highlighting key findings or dominant technologies, and

· Reducing repetition and grammatical inconsistencies.

Overall, minor revision is recommended.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound and based on relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive and includes many recent studies (2020–2025), which is a strength.
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate to substantial language editing. Issues include:

· Grammatical errors and awkward phrasing,

· Inconsistent tense usage,

· Repetition of ideas across sections.

Professional English language editing is strongly recommended before publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is comprehensive and ambitious in scope, but it would benefit from:

· Improved organization and reduction of redundancy,

· Clear sub-section summaries,

· Stronger critical analysis rather than extensive description,

· A concise concluding section highlighting future research directions.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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