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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 study is significant because it addresses two critical environmental challenges in Southern Togo: the potential contamination of aquatic ecosystems by trace metals and the uncontrolled spread of Eichhornia crassipes. The research offers scientific evidence for the conversion of an invasive species into a valuable agricultural resource by evaluating the safety of compost derived from water hyacinth and assessing the bioaccumulation of trace metals in this biomass. The results endorse the development of nutrient-rich compost that accords with regulatory standards, as well as the enhancement of soil fertility, pollution monitoring, and sustainable waste management. Ultimately, the research contributes to the recovery of environmentally sound resources and the promotion of circular economy practices in the lagoon-affected communities of Southern Togo.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Assessment of Trace Metals (TMs) in a Compost Produced from Water Hyacinth in Southern Togo" is generally appropriate due to its clear identification of the main variables (trace metals), the material under investigation (compost from water hyacinth), and the geographical scope (Southern Togo). It is precise, succinct, and consistent with the objectives of the investigation.
	

	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 of this article is comprehensive because it clearly presents the background of the study, scientific rational, objectives, methodology, results, discussions and conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references of this manuscript are recent and sufficient. 
	

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


	The language/English quality of this article is good but it need to proof read of an English expert.
	

	Optional/General comments


	general comments on this manuscript to wit:
· There is a need to follow the prescribed format of the journal needed for publication.

· There is a need to make some additional of recent related literature and studies

· There is a need to improve the presentation of the objective. It may either be it in general or in specific form.

· The methodology is good but it need to improve the presentation.

· The discussion is good but it need  to improve the presentation
· The conclusions is strong
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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