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	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 is significant to the scientific community as it gives a distinct performance-based evaluation of the trends of municipal solid waste management in India based on growth indicators and efficiency analysis. Through the analysis of the long-term changes in the generation, collection, and treatment of municipal solid waste, this study provides significant evidence of the progress and the remaining gaps in the implementation of scientific waste management approaches. The results of this study are relevant to research on environmental sustainability as they emphasize the improvements in the treatment infrastructure and efficiency of the system over time.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate as it clearly indicates the focus on trend analysis and performance evaluation of solid waste management in India using growth indicators. However, a slightly shorter and more direct title could improve clarity.

Alternative title: “Trends and Efficiency of Municipal Solid Waste Management in India Using Growth Indicators.”
	

	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 broadly comprehensive in that it explicitly mentions the objective, data source, important indicators (AGR, CGR, and SWM Efficiency Index), and important findings of the study. However, it can be made more effective by explicitly mentioning the significance of the findings from the scientific as well as policy perspectives. Furthermore, the abstract can be made more effective by explicitly mentioning the duration of the study and by making a brief mention of the implications of the findings for sustainable waste management. There are no important deletions required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its overall approach as it relies on authentic CPCB secondary data and the right growth indicators (AGR, CGR) along with an efficiency index to analyze the trends of municipal solid waste management. The analysis and interpretation are in line with the data presented. However, the scientific correctness of the manuscript can be enhanced by presenting the overall methodological formulas, certain definitions, and the discussion part with more authentic recent literature support. With a few modifications, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The present list of references gives a preliminary background, but they are not completely adequate and up-to-date. Some important studies on the trends of solid waste management, efficiency analysis, and policy analysis, published in the last 3-5 years, are absent. There is a need to supplement the list of references with more peer-reviewed articles from journals published in the period 2020-2024. I would suggest supplementing the present list of references with some important studies on the performance indicators of municipal solid waste, sustainable waste management models, and comparative analyses from other developing countries.
	

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


	The language and quality of English used in the manuscript are quite understandable and acceptable for academic communication. However, there are a few grammatical mistakes, inconsistencies, and awkward sentences throughout the manuscript. The manuscript requires professional proofreading and language editing to enhance readability and academic tone. The language used in the manuscript is acceptable, but some corrections are advised before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript deals with a relevant and current topic of managing municipal solid waste in India. The manuscript is very useful in understanding the trends of waste generation, collection, and treatment during the period of study. However, there are some minor improvements that can be made in the manuscript, such as better representation of methods (with full equations), better discussion with recent literature, and consistency in language. Adding some graphical representations of trends and a section on limitations and future scope would further improve the scientific impact of the manuscript. The manuscript is very useful and can be considered for publication after making the suggested improvements.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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