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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 an important and under-researched area of solid waste management, namely waste segregation at source in rural households, with a specific emphasis on developing countries and Vietnam. The paper provides a comprehensive synthesis of global and Vietnam-based evidence, making it useful for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working on rural environmental management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and reflects the scope and content of the manuscript well. It clearly indicates the focus on waste segregation at source, rural households, sustainable development, and the circular economy.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, clearly outlining the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions of the review. It successfully highlights the contrast between international practices and the situation in rural Vietnam. However, the abstract could be slightly improved by explicitly stating that the study uses a systematic literature review (SLR) methodology.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the manuscript is generally scientifically sound, some quantitative results are drawn from case studies in different contexts. The authors should clearly indicate that these findings are case- specific and not directly generalizable. Clarifying this limitation would strengthen the scientific rigor and avoid potential over-interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is extensive, relevant, and includes many recent studies (2020–2025), particularly in the areas of waste segregation behavior, circular economy, and rural waste management. The inclusion of both global and Vietnam-specific literature is a strong point of the manuscript.
However, the reviewer notes that some references appear duplicated or inconsistently formatted. A small number of citations (e.g., reports and online sources) would benefit from clearer publication details. A careful reference audit is recommended before final acceptance.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The English language quality requires moderate revision. Common issues include long sentences, occasional grammatical errors, inconsistent tense usage, and informal phrasing in some sections.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Tables or conceptual figures summarizing key barriers, enablers, and policy instruments would significantly improve readability and synthesis.
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	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript.
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