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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 is important for the scientific community because it provides a well-documented, context-specific evaluation of mango residue composting as a sustainable waste management and soil fertility enhancement strategy in tropical agricultural systems. By systematically comparing composting techniques and substrate combinations, the study generates practical evidence on how process management influences compost maturity, nutrient availability, and sanitary safety. The integration of physicochemical, microbiological, and phytotoxicity assessments strengthens the reliability of the findings and supports the safe agricultural use of agro-waste–derived composts. Overall, the work contributes valuable knowledge for agroecology, organic waste valorization, and sustainable vegetable production, particularly in mango-producing regions of West Africa and similar agro-climatic zones.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	I think its is good
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the background, objectives, methodology, key results, and main conclusions of the study. It effectively highlights the composting techniques used, the physicochemical and microbiological quality of the composts, and identifies the most efficient treatment (C1T).
However, a few minor improvements are recommended to further strengthen the abstract. First, the composting duration (e.g., 72 days for the best-performing compost) could be briefly mentioned, as it is a key practical outcome. Second, although microbiological safety is reported, explicitly stating compliance with regulatory standards (e.g., absence of pathogens according to compost quality norms) would enhance clarity. Finally, the abstract could be slightly shortened by reducing repetition in the conclusion and focusing more concisely on the broader agronomic and environmental implications of the findings.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
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	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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

	yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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