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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 a critical environmental issue—municipal solid waste mismanagement in Boundiali, Côte d'Ivoire—by analyzing its factors, socio-economic impact, and a potential solution in compost production. Given the increasing concerns over waste management, environmental degradation, and sustainable urban planning, the study is valuable to researchers, policymakers, and municipal authorities. The integration of composting as a sustainable solution offers a practical framework for improving sanitation and reducing environmental pollution. The research also provides a model for other developing regions facing similar waste management challenges.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and clearly conveys the focus of the study. However, a slight modification for conciseness and clarity could be:
"Municipal Waste Management in Boundiali, Côte d'Ivoire: Factors of Insalubrity and Composting as a Sustainable Solution"
	

	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 clearly outlines the research objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, it could benefit from improved readability and flow. A clearer distinction between the problem statement, methodology, findings, and conclusion would improve coherence. Consider restructuring as follows:

· Background: Contextualize the problem.

· Objective: Specify the aim of the study.

· Methodology: Mention key data collection and analysis techniques.

· Findings: Summarize key results.

· Conclusion: Highlight major takeaways and implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, as it employs a mix of qualitative and quantitative methods to analyze waste management issues. The research design, including field observations, surveys, and interviews, is appropriate for the study objectives. The discussion of results is well-supported by literature, though some sections could benefit from additional references for validation.
	

	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 relevant to the study. However, some citations are older (e.g., WHO, 2007), and more recent studies on waste management, composting benefits, and environmental sustainability should be incorporated. If possible, references from 2020 onward should be included to reflect the latest advancements in solid waste management and composting techniques.
	

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


	The manuscript has several grammatical and syntactical errors that affect readability. The language needs to be refined to ensure clarity, coherence, and scholarly communication. Some sentences are overly long and complex, making them difficult to follow. A professional language editing service or thorough proofreading is highly recommended to improve fluency.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is well-structured but should provide a stronger linkage between municipal waste issues and the benefits of composting. 

The discussion could be strengthened with comparative data from other developing regions to enhance the generalizability of findings. 

The methodology section clearly describes data collection, but additional details on data analysis techniques would improve transparency. 

  Figures and tables should be clearly labeled and referred to within the text for better integration.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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