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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript brings together a wide body of research on vermicomposting and presents it in a way that is useful for both academics and practitioners. Given the increasing interest in circular economy approaches and eco-friendly waste treatment, this review adds timely insights for researchers in soil science, microbiology, agriculture, and environmental management. It also highlights research gaps and practical challenges, which can help guide future studies and technology development.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is relevant and reflects the core focus of the paper.
A slightly more concise alternative could be:
“Vermicomposting and Solid Waste Management: Microbial Processes and Environmental Applications.”


	

	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 most essential elements - purpose, thematic coverage, and gaps in knowledge. It may improve further by including one or two specific examples to make the outcomes more tangible, or simplifying a sentence or two where ideas overlap. Otherwise, it gives readers a clear sense of what to expect.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears scientifically accurate and well supported with published evidence. The section structure flows logically, and the tables/figures contribute effectively to understanding. A few areas could be tightened to avoid repetition, but the scientific arguments are coherent.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference base is extensive and includes many recent sources. It reflects good coverage of both mechanistic and applied aspects of vermicomposting. If anything, adding a few papers on long-term field trials or economic evaluation could enrich the review further, but the current list is adequate.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally clear academic English. Some long sentences could be shortened for better readability, but overall it meets the standard expected for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-organized and useful review. Condensing a few sections that repeat conceptual points may make it sharper. A visual summary (graphical abstract) could also help capture the multi-layered nature of vermicomposting for readers.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
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