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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 paper is a discussion of the unexplored possibility of Trichoderma asperellum in the compost activating of nutrient mineralization of tropical residues. The results would be useful to the smallholder farmers in the developing countries since they might provide them with alternative and low-priced measures to enhance the quality of organic fertilizers. The mechanisms of N-mineralization using fungal inoculants are also understood, which makes the contribution to the research of sustainable waste management and soil fertility.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Partially suitable. When the fungus was employed as a mere inoculant, the title suggests that it is Trichoderma-based. Proposed change: Effect of Trichoderma asperellum Inoculation on Mineralization of Carbon and Nitrogen During Composting of Plant and Animal residues.
	

	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.


	No. The abstract is not provided with methodological information (composting conditions, inoculum concentration), quantitative results (actual value rather than general statements), and practical implications. It must be reorganized in order to involve short procedures, significant quantitative results, and clear conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Partially, with major flaws. Critical points are: (1) uncontrolled soil addition which has confounding effects of microbes, (2) lack of inoculum characterization (concentration, viability), (3) lack of sterile controls, (4) peculiar increasing trend of OC which is not explained and (5) no Discussion section whatsoever. The premise of the experiment is good but the execution and interpretation is not proper.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. The references are too old (>20 years of age), and there are not a significant number of recent sources (2015-2024) on Trichoderma in composting. The major modern research on N-mineralization processes, as well as tropical residue composting, are absent. A number of references are out of subject matter.
	

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


	No. The only major problems are tense inconsistency (mix of future and past tenses), grammatical mistakes, clumsy sentence phrasing, and redundancy in the reporting of results. It will need professional language editing to be resubmitted.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is promising though it needs: (1) a proper Discussion section, (2) a clear description of the role of soil in the experiment, (3) full methodology (inoculum concentration, composting conditions), (4) re-evaluation of the data to emphasize the factorial effects and (5) revision of references. The most severe omission is the Discussion.
Important subject matter but the manuscript has essential shortcomings that need to be seriously overhauled before rethinking. Priority issues: add Discussion section, better clarify methodology, update references and better language quality.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No animal/human subjects. Researchers are advised to ensure institional bio safety approval on the use of fungi and waste disposal.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	None of the conflicts is declared; seems to be strictly academic research.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No plagiarism detected. Certain introductory passages are generic descriptions of what is general in the field, but they are duly paraphrased. None of the signatures of copied text of published sources.
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