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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.


	Currently, this kind of research title is crucial for the scientific community as it provides important insights into household solid waste management in the selected study areas of Orlu and Owerri municipalities. By conducting a comparative analysis of the types and quantities of solid waste generated, it sheds light on the varying challenges and patterns of waste disposal practices to these study areas. Grasping this critical issue is essential for developing effective waste management strategies that are environmentally sound, socially acceptable and economically feasible, while considering the local context. Additionally, the finding can inform further research and innovation in waste management solutions, ultimately benefiting the communities across the region through contributing broader environmental and public health goals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Generally, the title of the research is informative, but it needs some improvement for the sake of readability and clarity. A suggested revision of your title is: “Household Solid Waste Management In The Imo State: A Comparative Study of Waste Generation and Disposal Patterns In Orlu and Owerri Municipalities”

	

	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 provides a short summary of overall work, but your abstract is not well structured and presented (specially, the first four lines). Thus, consider breaking abstract in to distinctive sections, such as background (definition), statement of the problem, general objective, methods, results, conclusions and recommendations which are crucial for understanding the overall research frame work. Additionally, your explanation of sampling method is lengthy, thus make it concise and short. The finding of the result is well presented, but it lacks the implications. Therefore, revise the abstract to incorporate these elements for better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is appropriate and facilitates the clear understanding of the content and adds some value to scientifically community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The cited author “World Health Organization (2018)” in the background section on line number 9 does not align with the citation style used throughout the rest of your text. Thus, format it with using brackets “[ ]” to maintain consistency with other citations!

Provide the DOI links for each reference to enhance clarity and facilitate cross-checking for readers.
	

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


	Yes!
	

	Optional/General comments


	Finally, I suggest making minor revisions to your manuscript. Overall, it is strong, but a few minor issues need to be addressed based on the provided comments including study area map. Thus, by incorporating all the above given comments and suggestions, your manuscript will be suitable for publications in the journal of AIR. 
Based on the above comments, the reviewer final decision is to accept the manuscript with minor modifications and with these adjustments, it will be suitable for publication. I have carefully reviewed your manuscript according to the high academic standards of “Advances in Research” journals. Please correct all the given comments for its improvement and future publications. English language issues are not also that much serious /severe.
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	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)

No!
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