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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.


	An essential research especially with regard to tird world contries which does not focus on controlling littering and waste management 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title “Constituents of Littering: Empirical Study from Staff and Students of in the Senior High Schools of Ghana” is not relevant to the study since the study constitutes more of awareness about waste and littering and it was done only taking the population of one specific school into consideration. The more suitable title will be “Awareness about the waste creation and littering among  from Staff and Students of a Senior High School of Ghana”


	

	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.


	abstract is comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1) The format of the manuscript is acceptable. But the following limitations are present  Only descriptive statistics has been used even though the research has been titled as empirical study. Any other statistical tool for analysis has not been used, hence the claim of quantitative analyses essential for empirical study is not acceptable

The tool used is not an published one, hence the reliability and validity status of the tool is not available. Description of the process adopted for validation of the tool by experts has also not been presents 

2) The population is identified as the students and teachers in one single school which cannot be taken as the population for study especially when the  students and teachers are a part of large community

3) The description of the demographic data of the population is not available especially the gender and age. Age  is an important factor associated with awareness about any specific subject, and gender also has a impactful role since in both rge questionnaire an question specifically related to gender is present. Moreover whether the sample is the representative of the population based on the age and gender could also not be assessed.

4) The discussion does not focus on the reason for the mean score of 4.2 for the question “A waste to someone may be helpful for other persons” and 3.97 for he question “Wastes are unwanted or unusual materials”. Mean of 3.83“Waste is any substance /material discarded after primary use or is worthless, defective and of no use” which are dynamically opposite in their content.

5) In the results and discussion “Perception of Teachers on Waste”  and “ Teachers &  knowledge of the constitutes of littering” even though as per methodology data was collected using questionnaire, the data has not been presented in the article and even qualitative analysis has not been done properly 

6) In the conclusion part it ahs been mentioned as “they still litter due to their poor attitude towards environmental issues” while the relationship to attitude towards  environmental issues has not been a part of the study 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adequate
	

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


	Language is adequate, but the overall quality as a scientific paper for scholarly communications is inadequate 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The relationship between perception of waste and constitutes of littering can be done for the research to have a better impact 
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