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	Author’s Feedback (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 addresses a significant gap in waste-to-energy potential studies in Sub-Saharan Africa, focusing on a real case: the Akouédo landfill in Abidjan. By using two widely recognized biogas estimation models (LandGEM 3.02 and IPCC 2006), it provides a comparative analysis of post-closure methane production and energy recovery. The study highlights the untapped energy potential from closed landfills and supports sustainable development goals by linking waste management to clean energy generation. This is especially important for policymakers and researchers in developing countries seeking to leverage waste-to-energy projects for climate and energy benefits.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Current title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content and methodology used in the paper.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and effectively summarizes the methodology, key findings, and significance.

Suggestions for improvement:

Correct the typo: “aims is to assesss” ➝ “aims to assess”

Mention that the landfill was closed in 2018 earlier in the abstract.

Consider clearly stating the broader implications for energy policy or climate mitigation in Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and include both foundational and recent studies (up to 2025).
	

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


	Partially suitable. While the overall meaning is clear, the manuscript has several grammatical errors and awkward phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the paper makes a valuable contribution to the fields of environmental engineering, waste management, and renewable energy, and it is suitable for publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent in the manuscript. The study involves secondary data modelling, with no human or animal subjects involved.
	


Reviewer details:

Mahesh Balasaheb Chougule, DKTE Society’s Textile and Engineering Institute, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

