Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Environment and Climate Change  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJECC_143113

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Web-Based Waste Bank Data Management Information System in Padang City

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Even though the content is inconsistent, requiring improvements, the essence of the article is significant. It tried to know the scenario of web based waste bank information management system at Padang City. If the article could strengthen its existing practices, strength areas, and the gap areas based on findings, the article could play pivotal role in replicating the best practice across the waste bank. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Needs some improvement based on its objective:
“Assessing the condition of web-based waste bank information management system in Padang City”
	

	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 needs to highlight the findings and recommendation aligning with its objective. Currently, it feel deviated. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Without any improvement, the manuscript cannot be included in scientifically correct section. It needs number of flaws, at introduction, methodology, as well as finding section. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference range from last three decades. Would have been better, if focused on last five years’ references. If not available from own country, could have taken the reference from other country experience, and articles. 
	

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


	Its moderate. From understanding perspective, the article is understandable. But from the comprehension and coherence perspective, it needs re-work. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Er. Manish Thapa, Asian Institute of Technology, Nepal

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

