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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The manuscript highlights an important and underexplored issue of slaughterhouse waste management in the rapidly urbanizing cities of Daloa and Man. The study is valuable because it provides field-based data on pollution sources, identifies environmental and health risks, and raises awareness about the absence of sustainable waste treatment practices in Sub-Saharan Africa. Such findings can be used by researchers, policymakers, and urban planners to develop improved management frameworks. It also contributes to the global discussion on waste-to-resource opportunities and environmental protection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly describes the subject and location. For brevity, it could be slightly modified to:

“Environmental Impacts of Slaughterhouse Waste Management in Daloa and Man, Côte d’Ivoire.”
	

	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 clear and presents the study aim, methodology, and findings. However, it would benefit from:

A clearer statement of the research gap.

Explicit mention of the key parameters measured (e.g., BOD, COD, microbial load).

A sentence highlighting the practical recommendations arising from the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology (sample collection, analysis of wastewater, interpretation of results) appears appropriate. The discussion aligns well with observed results. Still, the authors should clarify certain aspects:

The number of samples collected per site and justification for sample size.

The statistical tools, if any, used to validate results.

More linkage between results and global literature on slaughterhouse waste pollution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could be updated with more recent publications (from the last 5 years) on slaughterhouse waste, water pollution, and African case studies. Adding literature from international journals on wastewater treatment technologies would strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable, but the English requires polishing. Some sentences are too long or repetitive. A careful proofreading would improve clarity, grammar, and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables should be better formatted for readability (clearer captions and units).

The discussion could emphasize possible waste recovery/reuse options (e.g., biogas, composting).

Conclusion should be more concise, highlighting practical implications and policy relevance.
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