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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	· The study provides a comprehensive analysis of evaluating different agro-wastes for the production of oyster mushroom Pleurotus ostreatus var. florida (Jacq. Fr.) Kummer.
· This research is therefore highly relevant for researchers, development practitioners and policy makers committed to agricultural advancement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· This is the perfect title for this manuscript. 

· It is clear and accurate and it effectively communicates the study's core notion. 

· The target group, crop, intervention, geographic focus and analytical approach are all distinctly defined in the title. 

· This level of detail immediately informs potential readers of the study's scope and importance.
	

	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.


	· This article presents a commendably comprehensive abstract and a title that accurately reflects the scope of the research. 

· Furthermore, the logical subdivision of the manuscript and the clarity and precision exhibited in the abstract and conclusions are noteworthy strengths.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The bibliographic references are extensive and pertinent.
· I have observed some instances of repetition in the references and have emphasized the formatting of the references. Please review and make the necessary adjustments.
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I recommend that this manuscript be accepted for publication. Overall, the paper is scientifically sound and suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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