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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important issue of sustainable waste management by valorizing mango residues into quality compost, which is highly relevant for tropical and subtropical agro-ecosystems. It provides comprehensive physicochemical, microbiological, and phytotoxicity assessments, offering scientifically robust evidence for the safe agricultural use of mango-based composts. The findings contribute valuable, location-specific data that can support circular economy approaches, soil fertility management, and reduction of post-harvest losses in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study. However, it could be slightly streamlined for clarity and impact.
Suggested alternative title:
“Physicochemical and Microbiological Evaluation of Mango Residue–Based Composts for Use as Organic Fertilizers in Vegetable Cropping Systems of Northern Côte d’Ivoire.”
	

	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 is well structured and covers the background, methods, key results, and conclusions effectively. However, it could be improved by briefly mentioning the phytotoxicity (germination) test results, as this is an important indicator of compost maturity and agronomic safety. Minor reduction of methodological details could also help maintain conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate experimental design, standard analytical methods, and logical interpretation of results. The discussion is well supported by relevant literature and adequately explains the observed trends. Overall, the study demonstrates methodological rigor and scientific consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include a good mix of classical and recent studies. Most citations are relevant and up to date. To further strengthen the manuscript, the authors may consider adding one or two recent (last 3–5 years) international studies on fruit-waste composting or compost quality standards for organic fertilizers.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally suitable for scholarly communication and the scientific content is clearly understandable. However, the text would benefit from minor to moderate English language editing to improve grammatical accuracy, sentence structure, and overall readability. Some sections contain long and complex sentences, repetitive phrasing, and occasional inconsistencies in tense and terminology, which should be refined for clarity and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well organized and presents a comprehensive dataset with clear relevance to sustainable agriculture and waste valorization. Improving the linguistic quality, tightening the discussion to avoid repetition, and ensuring uniformity in units, abbreviations, and formatting will further enhance the manuscript’s impact and readability.
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