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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 is important for the scientific community because it provides robust, seasonally resolved empirical data on the typological and physicochemical characteristics of market waste in a rapidly urbanizing context of a developing country. By combining stratified spatial sampling with detailed organic waste sub-classification, the study fills a critical data gap that often limits the design of evidence-based waste management and resource recovery systems in West African cities. The findings offer a scientifically grounded basis for evaluating composting and bio-methanization potential, thereby strengthening the linkage between waste characterization, circular economy principles, and sustainable urban sanitation. Moreover, the proposed integrated waste management model serves as a transferable framework that can inform policymakers, researchers, and practitioners working on urban waste valorization in comparable socio-economic and climatic settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Sanitation of the main market in Natitingou through the characterization of solid waste,” is generally relevant but can be improved for scientific clarity, precision, and impact. Specifically, the term “sanitation” is broad, and the title does not fully reflect the strong analytical, seasonal, and resource-recovery dimensions of the study.
Suggested alternative titles include:

“Seasonal Characterization of Solid Waste in the Main Market of Natitingou, Benin: Implications for Circular Economy–Based Management”


	

	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, coherent, and aligned with the objectives of the study, and it adequately summarizes the research context, methodological approach, and key findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically consistent, and its conclusions are generally supported by the data presented. The study design—based on stratified random sampling, seasonal repetition, and standardized typological and physicochemical analyses—is appropriate for the stated objectives and follows approaches commonly used in solid waste characterization studies in developing-country contexts.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Generally relevant, covering key literature on waste composition, sampling methodology, and valorization pathways. However, sufficiency and recency depend on the number of citations from the last five years and the inclusion of high-impact, peer-reviewed sources that are directly comparable to the current study context (urban markets in developing countries)
	

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


	The language and overall English quality of the manuscript are generally adequate for scholarly communication, and the scientific content is understandable throughout. The structure follows conventional academic standards, and key ideas are communicated clearly enough for an international readership.
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