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	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 is an important contribution to the field of solid waste management (SWM), particularly in developing countries. By analyzing waste collection, transportation, disposal challenges, and ISWM strategies in Menelik Sub-City, Debre Berhan, Ethiopia, the study provides practical insights for policymakers and urban planners. Given the rapid urbanization in Ethiopia and other low-income countries, the findings offer relevant data for improving waste governance and environmental sustainability. The manuscript’s emphasis on integrated solid waste management (ISWM) based on the 5Rs approach (Refuse, Reduce, Reuse, Recycle, and Recover) highlights environmentally and socially sustainable solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately represents the study’s focus on challenges and practices of ISWM in Menelik Sub-City.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the research objectives, methodology, findings, and recommendations. However, it can be improved in the following ways:

1. Conciseness: Reduce methodological details to emphasize key findings and implications.

2. Stronger Findings: Include more specific data (e.g., key percentages on infrastructure limitations, public awareness, or waste collection).

3. Practical Implications: Briefly highlight how the findings can be applied to improve waste management policies.

Example of a Concise and Impactful Abstract:

"This study examines the challenges and practices of integrated solid waste management (ISWM) in Menelik Sub-City, Debre Berhan, Ethiopia. Using household surveys, interviews, and field observations, the study identifies major barriers such as inadequate infrastructure (40.3% of respondents), lack of skilled manpower (37.4%), and weak regulatory enforcement. Findings indicate that inefficient waste collection, transport, and disposal contribute to environmental and health risks. The study recommends adopting the 5Rs approach (Refuse, Reduce, Reuse, Recycle, and Recover) and strengthening infrastructure, policy enforcement, and community engagement to enhance ISWM practices."

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound as it follows established research methodologies and provides a well-structured analysis of integrated solid waste management (ISWM) in Menelik Sub-City, Debre Berhan, Ethiopia. The study employs a mixed-method approach, combining household surveys, interviews, and field observations, which strengthens the reliability and validity of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant, covering key topics related to integrated solid waste management (ISWM), waste collection, disposal challenges, and sustainable waste management strategies.
	

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


	The manuscript's language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but minor improvements could enhance clarity, readability, and academic precision. The paper effectively uses technical terminology relevant to solid waste management (SWM) and integrated waste strategies (ISWM), making it accessible to experts in the field.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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