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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.


	The paper addresses a highly appropriate and pertinent topic, given that food loss and waste account for approximately 35% of worldwide food production, with liquid food waste providing unique environmental and management challenges. The emphasis on liquid food waste is a major strength, as this sector is relatively understudied despite its significant contribution to land and water contamination, greenhouse gas emissions, public health hazards, and economic losses.
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	Yes, the abstract is mainly comprehensive since it clearly defines the scope of the food waste problem, the environmental and socioeconomic implications, and the unique challenges of liquid food waste.
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	Yes, The review of liquid food waste attributes and treatment options is consistent with current research in food and environmental engineering.
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