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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.


	This manuscript presents an essential perspective to managing municipal solid waste characteristic of a local market in a developing country. While solid waste management via thermophilic aerobic digestion has been widely researched, the case study being considered here is unique and worthy of further understanding. More so, the results of the research address waste management and food security pertinent to vitalizing developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable but can be revised to capture the aim of the research.
	

	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 enough. However, It should not be separated into paragraphs. Abstracts are usually contained in one paragraph. Please revise this. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but the methodology needs further improvement.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are reasonably recent but can be improved by adding more recent research. As a rule of thumb, the study should contain at least 20 references. 
	

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


	The quality of English is adequate but can be improved.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article generally brings a unique perspective to the research community. Implementing the suggested improvements would be great scientific research. 
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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)
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