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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 study reveals a significant gap between knowledge and practice among residents, where despite having considerable awareness about proper waste management and its health implications, it is not effectively implemented, pointing to shortcomings in services and infrastructure.
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	The article's abstract provides a comprehensive overview, effectively summarizing the study's objectives, methods, main findings, and conclusions regarding the relationship between waste disposal and the incidence of malaria and diarrhea in Port Harcourt. It includes details on the research design, demographics of the respondents, prevalent waste disposal methods, vector populations, disease prevalence, and identified knowledge-practice gaps.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article title is appropriate because it clearly and concisely describes the study's main topic, geographical focus, and key variables.
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	In conclusion, the references are strong in terms of being recent and sufficient, providing a solid foundation for the study's arguments.
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	Yes, this manuscript is scientifically, correct. 
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	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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	Not suspected. Still before submitting, check on Turnitin. 
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