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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 provides a good contribution to the factors influencing the insalubrity of the commune of Boundiali, giving more information on key environmental and socio-economic challenges that affect public health and well-being. Examining the production of compost as an alternative for sustainable management of municipal solid waste, the study offers an innovative and environmentally friendly solution to reduce waste-related pollution. The findings can inspire further research on the applicability of composting in other urban and rural areas with similar waste management issues. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Factors of the Insalubrity of the Commune of Boundiali and Production of Compost as an Alternative for the Sustainable Management of Municipal Solid Waste" is generally clear but could be more concise while maintaining its focus. An alternative title suggestion is: "Addressing Insalubrity in Boundiali: Compost Production as a Sustainable Solution for Municipal Solid Waste Management"
	

	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 as it outlines the problem (municipal solid waste mismanagement), the purpose of the study (analyzing the environmental and socio-economic impact), the methodology used (field observations, surveys, interviews, and documentary research), and the key findings (factors of insalubrity and the potential for compost production). The first sentence could be simplified for readability. For example, "The lack of control over municipal solid waste production and its management remains a major issue, particularly in developing countries such as Côte d'Ivoire." Consider highlighting the most significant results from the study. For instance, you could mention more explicitly how compost production will address the environmental and economic challenges of solid waste management. Adding a statement at the end that emphasizes the broader implications of the findings, such as how the results could be applied to other similar communities in developing countries, would strengthen the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound but some minor refinements can help improve precision, strengthen causal claims, and integrate more statistical analysis. If possible, consider adding a section on potential solutions beyond composting (e.g., recycling programs, public-private waste management partnerships).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites 21 references, covering multiple aspects of waste management, public health, environmental risks, and urban sanitation. It includes international sources (e.g., WHO reports, UNEP publications) and regional studies from Ivory Coast, Uganda, Jordan, and the Democratic Republic of Congo, which strengthen its contextual relevance. The most recent references are from 2023 (Konan, 2023) and 2020 (Yeo et al., 2020), indicating an effort to incorporate current research. However, a significant portion of references are from before 2010, with some as old as 1998 (RGPH, 1998) and 2004 (Farinet & Niang, 2004). While foundational studies are necessary, adding more recent articles (2021–2024) would improve the manuscript’s scientific relevance.

Recent advancements in waste management and circular economy approaches should be included, particularly in African urban contexts. Consider adding recent journal articles (2021–2024) from indexed databases (Scopus, Web of Science, Google Scholar, etc.) on: Sustainable urban waste management, Climate change and waste management in African cities, Community-based sanitation interventions, Smart waste management technologies. Consider:
Moya, D., Aldás, C., López, G., & Kaparaju, P. (2021). Waste management in developing countries: A review of global issues and challenges. Journal of Environmental Management, 280, 111741.

Wilson, D. C., Rodic, L., Modak, P., Soos, R., Carpintero, A., & Velis, C. A. (2022). The future of waste management in developing countries: A circular economy perspective. Waste Management & Research, 40(5), 678-692.

UNEP Report (2023). Sustainable Waste Management Strategies in Africa.

Some online references lack direct links or DOIs (e.g., Dongo, 2006; Nabembezi, 2011). If possible, provide links or indicate where readers can access them.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates a strong command of English, but some areas need refinement to align with the standards of scholarly communication. The manuscript follows a clear and coherent structure, presenting background information, methodology, results, and discussion in an organized manner with smooth transitions between sections, aiding readability.

The use of terms such as "waste management," "urban insalubrity," and "sanitation challenges" is appropriate for an academic audience. The manuscript also effectively integrates terminology from environmental science, public health, and urban planning. The writing maintains a formal and neutral tone, essential for scholarly communication. The arguments are presented logically without excessive personal opinions or bias.

However, some sentences are overly long and complex, making them harder to read. Consider breaking them into shorter, more concise statements. There are also evident unweighted claims such as; 

Original: "Urban insalubrity is the main cause of health issues in Boundiali."

Suggested: "Urban insalubrity is a significant contributing factor to health issues in Boundiali."
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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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