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	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 offers timely and valuable insights into the sustainable valorization of agricultural residues, a topic of growing global significance in the context of climate change, soil degradation and circular bioeconomy initiatives. By synthesizing recent advances in microbial consortium-based composting, it fills an important knowledge gap regarding efficient strategies for accelerating lignocellulosic biomass degradation and enhancing compost quality. The work provides a comprehensive understanding of microbial ecology, enzymatic synergism and process optimization for all of which are essential for developing scalable, eco-friendly waste-management solutions. Its findings and analyses will support researchers, policymakers and practitioners working to improve soil health, reduce environmental pollution and promote sustainable agricultural systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Bioconversion of Agricultural Residues into Nutrient-Rich Compost: A Sustainable Approach to Waste Valorization” is clear, informative, and scientifically appropriate. It accurately reflects the scope of the manuscript and highlights both the process (bioconversion/composting) and its relevance (sustainability, waste valorization). It is perfectly suitable for a review or research article in environmental science, microbiology, or agricultural sustainability.
	

	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.


	Assessment of the Abstract

The abstract is informative and well-written, but it is quite dense. It includes many details i.e specific enzymes, microbial groups, and process parameters that may overwhelm readers in an abstract.

Suggested Improvements

a. Shorten and streamline: Reduce technical details and focus on the key message problem, approach, major findings, and significance.

b. Avoid listing too many enzymes or microbial groups: A general description is sufficient at abstract level.

c. Highlight the main contribution more clearly: What is important about this review should be stated in one clear line.

d. End with a concise, strong conclusion on sustainability and relevance for soil health.
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