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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 is important to the scientific community because:
1.   it provides a robust evidence on the composition and characteristics of market waste in a typical urban setting of a developing country 

2. it addresses a critical knowledge gap in urban sanitation research regarding how commercial activities and climate conditions influence waste stream
3. the study links waste characterization to circular economy  such as composting and biomethanization, thus bridging scientific analysis with practical waste management solutions.
4. it is relevant to researchers,  academics, policymakers and public health professionals working at the interface of environmental sustainability and urban health
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is partly suitable. However, it is so broad and not fully highlights seasonal analysis and circular economy perspective of the study.
Suggested title:  “Seasonal and Spatial Characterization of Solid Waste in the Main Market of Natitingou  for Sustainable Sanitation Planning”

	

	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 comprehensive 
However, it will be more comprehensive if:

i. quantitative specificity is added such as briefly stating the total sample size, number of characterization campaigns, or the four market zones would enhance methodological transparency

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically consistent
However, minor clarifications, such as justification of sample size representativeness  and  consistency in terminology (see the manuscript)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list in the manuscript is generally appropriate and recent
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are adequate but the text contains some minor grammatical errors and minor inconsistencies interminologies (see the manuscript)
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is generally scientific subject to some minor corrections
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