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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.


	This manuscript highlights a pressing issue in environmental health by investigating the relationship between municipal solid waste management practices and human health impacts in Ara Municipal Corporation, Bihar. It provides locally relevant evidence that can support policy formulation and encourage the implementation of more effective waste management systems. The study adds value to the broader discourse on urban environmental sustainability and public health, especially in developing regions. Its findings can help guide targeted interventions and awareness initiatives aimed at reducing health risks associated with inadequate waste disposal.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly reflects the focus of the study by specifying both the topic—municipal solid waste management and its impact on human health—and the geographical area of research, Ara Municipal Corporation in Bihar. The title is informative, concise, and appropriately aligned with the manuscript's content.
	

	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 general overview of the study, including its objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it could be improved by making the methodology and major results more specific. For instance, including the number of respondents, data collection tools, or the main health issues identified would enhance clarity and impact. Additionally, the language could be tightened to improve readability and avoid redundancy. Overall, a more structured and precise abstract would better capture the significance and outcomes of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and addresses a relevant issue with practical implications. The research design, involving surveys and field observations, is appropriate for assessing the impact of municipal solid waste on public health. However, the analysis would benefit from clearer presentation of data, including statistical validation of results where applicable. Strengthening the discussion by linking findings to broader scientific literature would also enhance the manuscript's scientific rigor. With these improvements, the study could make a meaningful contribution to the field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant to the topic; however, several of them are outdated. To enhance the scholarly value and contextual relevance of the manuscript, the author is encouraged to incorporate more recent studies, particularly those published within the last 5–7 years.

As a suggestion, the following reference should be added to strengthen the literature review and provide a relevant regional perspective:

Alaka, S. A., & Osman, Y. (2023). Assessment of Municipal Solid Waste Management in Oyo State, Nigeria: Challenges and Solutions. IIARD International Journal of Geography and Environmental Management (IJGEM), 9(6), 78–90. https://doi.org/10.56201/ijgem.v9.no6.2023.pg78.90 

Including recent works such as this would improve the manuscript’s alignment with current research and practical developments in the field.
	

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


	The English language quality of the manuscript is generally understandable but would benefit from improvement to meet the standards of scholarly communication. While the authors communicate their ideas clearly in many places, there are several instances of grammatical errors, word choice issues, and awkward sentence constructions that could affect clarity and readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

None
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