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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 (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 offers valuable grassroots insight into the complex and layered challenges of solid waste management (SWM) in urban India. By focusing on Hisar city and including diverse stakeholders such as residents and sanitation workers, it highlights a bottom-up approach often overlooked in top-down policymaking. The study’s statistical correlations between demographic/media exposure and disposal barriers add analytical depth. The findings contribute to the growing body of urban environmental management research and support policy design that is participatory and context-sensitive.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the study’s content, scope, and approach.
	

	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, clearly summarizing the research scope, methodology, key findings, and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It uses a well-defined methodology with appropriate statistical tools (chi-square tests, WMS). The data interpretation is consistent with the results, and the conclusions are supported by evidence. The inclusion of both citizen and worker perspectives provides a holistic view of SWM challenges.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent, with key studies from 2020–2025 well-represented.
	

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


	The language is clear and suitable for scholarly communication.

Minor suggestions: Proofreading for tense consistency, punctuation, and phrasing would improve flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript provides an insightful, well-structured, and data-rich contribution to urban environmental policy and waste management literature. The community-led, bottom-up approach is timely and aligns with current sustainability and inclusive governance trends.
This is an insightful and well-executed study that sheds light on the real-world challenges of solid waste management through the voices of those directly involved—residents and sanitation workers. I appreciate the bottom-up approach taken here, which brings a refreshing and often overlooked perspective to the academic and policy conversation. The analysis is thorough, the findings are meaningful, and the topic is highly relevant, especially as cities seek more inclusive and sustainable waste solutions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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