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	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 an important but under-studied aspect of urban environmental health in developing countries, namely solid waste management in collective catering establishments. By focusing on informal and semi-formal food service units in a high-density urban area of Abidjan, the study provides valuable empirical data that can support public health planning and urban sanitation policies. The findings contribute to the understanding of how inadequate waste handling practices can increase risks of environmental pollution and food contamination. The study is particularly relevant for policymakers, public health authorities, and researchers working on waste management, food safety, and urban sustainability in African cities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the objectives and content of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on waste typology and management, the type of establishments studied, and the geographical context. No change is necessary.
	

	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 well structured and summarizes the aims, methodology, key results, and conclusions of the study. However, minor improvements could be made by briefly mentioning the study’s practical implications for public health or municipal waste management. Additionally, reducing some numerical details may improve readability and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The objectives are clearly stated, the methodology is appropriate for the research questions, and the results are logically presented and discussed with relevant literature. The use of field observations combined with surveys strengthens the reliability of the findings. However, the authors may consider clarifying the sampling procedure in slightly more detail and explicitly stating any limitations related to informal establishments or self-reported data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and relevant to the study topic. The manuscript includes both international and regional sources, which strengthens contextual interpretation. Most references are appropriate, although the inclusion of one or two more recent studies (post-2021) on urban waste management or food service hygiene in developing countries could further strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for academic publication. However, there are minor grammatical errors, inconsistencies in tense usage, and some awkward sentence constructions. A careful language editing or professional proofreading is recommended to improve clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a relevant and well-organized study that provides useful baseline data for urban waste management in informal food service sectors. The figures and tables are informative, although slight improvements in formatting and consistency (e.g., percentage notation and table alignment) would enhance presentation quality. With minor revisions, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
Minor Revision:

The manuscript is scientifically valid and well structured, but minor revisions related to language polishing, clarification of methods, and slight strengthening of the discussion are recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified. 
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