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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 to the scientific community because it addresses a practical and underexplored problem: the sustainable use of bamboo waste generated by the incense industry, which is currently mostly discarded. The study contributes by demonstrating, with detailed experimental data, how different combinations of organic, inorganic, and biological additives influence the maturity of the compost and environmental safety, especially in relation to heavy metals. Furthermore, the work reinforces the idea that the assessment of compost maturity should not be based on a single indicator, proposing the combined use of physical, chemical, and biological parameters. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Overall, the title is appropriate, as it accurately describes the main focus of the study and the key aspects evaluated.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, clearly presenting the study's objective, experimental design, main treatments evaluated, and the most relevant results related to compound maturity and heavy metals. As a suggestion for improvement, the abstract could more clearly explain the practical relevance of the results, for example, highlighting the potential agricultural use of the obtained compound and its compliance with regulatory standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and based on established methods from the literature for evaluating composting, compost maturity, and heavy metal analysis. The experimental procedures, physicochemical, biological, and statistical analyses are adequately described and supported by classic and current references, which lends credibility to the results presented. However, there are some points that deserve attention, although they do not compromise the scientific merit of the work. In certain passages, there are minor inconsistencies in writing and terminology (for example, variations in the description of additives and units), as well as interpretations that could be more cautious, such as the proposition of new GI limit values ​​without broader validation. A clearer discussion of experimental variability and the representativeness of the repetitions would also be desirable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are sufficient and adequate to support the objectives, methodology, and discussion of results. The work relies on classic and widely recognized literature in the area of ​​composting, compost maturity, germination indices, and heavy metal behavior, which is scientifically appropriate, especially for the description of consolidated methods. However, most of the references are relatively old, with a strong concentration between the 1990s and 2000s, and few more recent citations. To strengthen the manuscript, the inclusion of studies published in the last 5 years is recommended. 
	

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


	The overall quality of the English language is comprehensible and sufficient for academic communication, allowing the reader to understand the objectives, methods, and results of the study without major difficulties. The scientific terminology used is, for the most part, appropriate and consistent with the field of composting and soil science. However, a complete linguistic review by a native speaker or professional scientific editing service is strongly recommended to improve the clarity, conciseness, and standardization of the academic English.
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