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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 is significant as it addresses the critical link between waste disposal practices and public health outcomes in Rivers State, Nigeria. Rapid urbanization, inadequate waste management systems, and increasing environmental pollution have heightened the risk of vector-borne and water-borne diseases in the region. Investigating the health impacts of improper waste disposal, particularly its association with malaria and diarrhoeal diseases, provides essential evidence for understanding local environmental health risks. Such research is vital for informing public health planning, strengthening waste management policies, and guiding interventions aimed at reducing disease burden and improving community well-being in the study area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Association Between Solid Waste Disposal and the Occurrence of Malaria and Diarrhoea: Evidence from Port Harcourt LGA, Rivers State.
	

	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 should be concise and precise rather than overly detailed.

· It should clearly summarize the background, objective, methodology, key results, and main conclusion in brief.

· The length of the abstract should be restricted to 150–200 words in accordance with standard academic writing guidelines.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes , it is correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Include additional references from similar cross-sectional studies, with at least 20–30 studies cited to adequately support the research.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Structure of the Introduction
The manuscript should begin with an “Introduction” section rather than a “Background” heading.

The background of the study should be incorporated within the Introduction itself.

The Introduction should follow a logical geographical flow:

Start with the global status of waste disposal and associated health impacts.

Narrow down to the situation in Nigeria.

Further focus on the local context, particularly Rivers State.

The Introduction should include references to similar studies conducted in Nigeria, especially those related to the research area.

An extensive literature review is required. The manuscript should cite at least 50 cross-sectional studies relevant to waste exposure and health outcomes, which is currently lacking.

Research Gap, Aim, and Objectives
After the literature review, the research gap should be clearly and logically defined.

The manuscript should explicitly state:

The aim of the study
The specific objectives of the research

These should directly emerge from the identified research gap.

Methodology Section
The methodology needs further elaboration.

The study design, sampling procedure, sample size justification, data collection methods, variables, and statistical analysis techniques should be described in greater detail for clarity and reproducibility.

Presentation of Results and Discussion
The discussion and interpretation should be provided immediately below each table.

Each table should be followed by a brief explanation beginning with phrases such as:

“The above table shows…”
Discussion should not be combined into a single section after all tables; instead, table-wise interpretation is recommended.

Policy Implications
A dedicated section on Policy Implications should be included.

This section should explain:

How the findings of the study are useful for society
What public health, environmental, and waste management measures should be implemented

Strategies to reduce or eliminate health impacts arising from improper waste disposal
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

NO

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	NA
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	NA
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	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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