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	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.


	This manuscript addresses a timely and critical gap in sustainability literature by systematically examining governance models that enable or hinder the implementation of circular economy (CE) principles in urban water and nutrient management specifically within the Ghanaian context. Given the severe wastewater treatment deficits, informal reuse practices, and institutional fragmentation in many low-resource urban settings, this review offers valuable, policy-relevant insights that extend beyond Ghana to other Sub-Saharan African countries. By synthesizing empirical evidence across five governance archetypes state-regulated, collaborative, public-private, community-based, and adaptive the paper provides a nuanced understanding of how governance shapes CE transitions in practice, not just in theory. This makes it a significant contribution to both academic discourse and practical policymaking in sustainable urban resource management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and focus of the manuscript. It effectively communicates the core themes: circular economy, governance, urban water, nutrient recovery, and the Ghanaian context. No revision is needed.
	

	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 well-structured and covers the key elements: objective, methodology, findings, and policy implications. However, it could be slightly strengthened by explicitly mentioning the systematic review methodology (e.g., databases searched, inclusion criteria) to enhance transparency. Additionally, the phrase “journals published from 2018 to 2025” is problematic 2025 has not yet occurred at the time of this review (mid-2024). This appears to be a typographical error and should be corrected to 2018–2024. Otherwise, the abstract effectively summarizes the paper’s contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript demonstrates strong scientific rigor. The conceptual framing of circular economy in water and nutrient management is sound and well-supported by recent literature. The classification of governance models is logical and grounded in empirical case studies from Ghana. The analysis in Section 4 thoughtfully contrasts strengths and limitations of each model, avoiding overgeneralization. The conclusions are evidence-based and aligned with the findings. No major scientific inaccuracies were identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive (over 40 sources), highly relevant, and predominantly recent (mostly 2018–2024), which aligns with the stated review period. The inclusion of policy documents (e.g., Ghana’s Circular Economy Roadmap, UNEP reports) and grey literature (e.g., IWMI, Waste Recovery Platform) strengthens the applied relevance of the review. That said, the authors may consider citing foundational works on adaptive governance in water systems, such as:

· Pahl-Wostl, C. (2009). A conceptual framework for analysing adaptive capacity and multi-level learning processes in resource governance regimes. Global Environmental Change, 19(3), 354–365.
This would bolster the theoretical grounding of Section 2.3.5.


	

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


	Overall, yes. The language is clear, formal, and appropriate for an international academic audience. However, there are minor grammatical inconsistencies and typographical errors (e.g., spacing issues in “Circular E conomy”, “nutrients in Ghana”, inconsistent capitalization in headings). These do not impede understanding but should be copy-edited for polish. A professional proofread is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The use of tables (Tables 1–5) to summarize evidence by governance model is a major strength—it enhances clarity and comparability. Figure 3 (PRISMA flow diagram) is a valuable addition that demonstrates methodological transparency. One suggestion: the manuscript occasionally cites 2025 publications (e.g., Jian, 2025; Darko et al., 2025). Unless these are in-press articles with DOI confirmation, such future-dated references raise credibility concerns and should be verified or replaced with available 2023–2024 sources.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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