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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 addresses a very relevant and timely issue: how rural households can improve waste segregation at source to support sustainable development and the circular economy, with a special focus on Vietnam. It brings together a wide range of global and regional studies and shows clearly where rural areas are being left behind in terms of waste management. The work will be useful for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners who are looking for evidence-based strategies to improve rural waste segregation and link it with circular economy models. Overall, the paper fills an important gap in the literature, especially for Southeast Asian rural contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the main focus of the paper on waste segregation at source, rural households, and the link to sustainable development and the circular economy. I consider it suitable and do not see any need for change.
	

	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 comprehensive and well written. It clearly presents the background, purpose, scope, and key findings of the study. To make it even stronger, Author may consider briefly indicating the number of studies reviewed or giving one line on the methodological approach (SLR) to improve clarity on how the evidence was synthesized.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The objectives are clearly defined, and the use of a systematic literature review and narrative synthesis is appropriate for this topic. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, recent, and relevant. There is a good balance of global and Vietnam-specific studies, and many of the cited works are from the last few years, which keeps the review up to date.  To strengthen the policy discussion further, Author might consider adding one or two recent international reports (e.g., from UNEP or World Bank) on rural waste management or circular economy.
	

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


	The overall quality of English is good, and the paper is readable and appropriate for scholarly publication. In a few places, some long sentences could be slightly shortened or simplified to improve flow, especially in sections describing multi-level frameworks and policy mechanisms. No major rewriting is needed.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the methodology section, a brief flow diagram of the study selection process (similar to PRISMA) would help readers quickly understand how studies were identified and screened.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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