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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.


	The manuscript basically discussed two significant issues: the challenges being face by the Kiribati community on the aspect of the on-site sanitation where issues urban growth concurrently runs with over population provide environmental management such as waste cumbersome. Similarly, the study further expands its scope and considers the available opportunities the spatial location of the settlement possesses. On the other hand study innovative circular economy (CE) technologies suitable for onsite sanitation in Kiribati, focusing on low-cost, effective systems that prevent groundwater contamination and support a transition to a CE mode. These knowledge will certainly educate  the resident s on environmental sustainability and as well as information for policy makers for life touching policies
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable
	

	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 but I suggest the Author/s capture the descriptive statistics results showing the percentages as discussed in Overview of Onsite sanitation System and Opportunities for improvement in Onsite Sanitation under 3 and 4 respectively. You can also do well and briefly some of the analytical methods used in the work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct for the study has been able to point out the challenges of sanitation in Kiribati such as high population, insufficient sewer connectivity and open defecation as well as pointing out the socio-economic barriers at a large scale among others.  The opportunities are also taken into account. 

The methods employed are scientific enough as well as the illustration depicts modern trends of carrying out scientific research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but could have done better by using more recent references. The use of old reference such as 1975; 1978 which are not statistically or theoretically inclined references is not good.
	

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


	It is suitable but Author/s can still review the work and make the few type settings and grammar.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I suggest you compare your findings/results to other studies at temporal and spatial scale. This will make the more scientific and give you more recent relevant references.
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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)

There is none that I observed.
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