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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 (Authors must 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 highly relevant issue for developing nations, particularly Nigeria, where rapid urbanisation has exacerbated waste generation and mismanagement. The study provides valuable empirical insights into the differences in waste characteristics, disposal methods, and management practices across urban and peri-urban settings in the Niger Delta region. The findings have significant implications for environmental sustainability, urban health, and policy formulation, particularly in areas facing inadequate waste infrastructure and governance. The work contributes to the literature on localised waste management and supports the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), particularly SDG 11 (Sustainable Cities) and SDG 12 (Responsible Consumption and Production).


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	The title — “Assessing the Characteristics, Disposal Methods and Practices of Wastes in the Capital Cities of Central Niger Delta, Nigeria” — is clear, specific, and appropriate to the study’s objectives.
It accurately reflects the content, methodology, and geographical scope of the paper.
No modification needed.

	

	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 well-structured, summarising the key objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions.
However, a few minor improvements could enhance readability and impact:

Add specific numerical results (e.g., “only 4.5% of respondents engaged in recycling and 6.0% in composting”) to make the findings more vivid.

Include a clear concluding statement linking the findings to policy or sustainability outcomes (e.g., “This study underscores the need for decentralised waste management systems and sustainable recycling initiatives”).

Overall, the abstract effectively captures the study’s significance and findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate.
The study employs a cross-sectional design, uses the Taro Yamane formula to determine the sample size, and effectively applies both descriptive and inferential statistics (ANOVA) to assess waste disposal patterns across the three states.
The discussion is well-supported by existing literature and recent references (2018–2024).
Figures and tables are precise and properly labelled.

Minor scientific observations:

· Consider clarifying the basis for waste weight estimation (e.g., 518.2 kg/day) to ensure replicability.

· In the discussion, highlight policy implications in more detail — e.g., how findings could inform local or national waste-management strategies.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent. The manuscript cites key sources from 2020 to 2024, ensuring its contemporary relevance.
Minor suggestions:

· Ensure uniform citation style (APA 7th) across references (e.g., spacing, punctuation).

· A few entries, such as Oyebola (2010) lack complete bibliographic details — please verify and correct.

· Add one or two recent studies on integrated solid waste management in Sub-Saharan Africa (2022–2024) to strengthen the regional context.


	

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


	The English language is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication.
Minor grammatical and typographical errors appear in a few sections (e.g., missing spaces in “Port harcourtthan” should read “Port Harcourt than”).
Proofreading will enhance consistency in capitalisation and punctuation.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a high-quality manuscript addressing a pressing environmental management issue in Nigeria.
The work is data-driven, logically organised, and policy-relevant.
With minor editorial and linguistic polishing, it would make a valuable contribution to the Journal of Global Ecology and Environment.
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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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