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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 research aids in determining the various forms of households and the reasons that lead them to wastage of food in the Nigerian cities. It demonstrates that one-time campaigns are not so effective, and it would be better to implement specific programs, e.g. storage training. The cluster analysis will provide a feasible means through which the policy-makers can divide households, which can aid more sustainable nutrition policies in sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable but could specify context. 

Alternative: "Household Food Waste Typologies and Barriers in Urban Oyo State, Nigeria: Insights from a Campaign Intervention".
	

	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 description is comprehensive yet somewhat difficult to read. Enter the sample size (N=255) and the waste threshold (>= 500g/week). Eliminate the duplication priorities concerning the outcomes to make it concise.  


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The approach also appears largely correct, though, it lacks descriptions of variables (such as waste measurement), a reason as to why clusters were employed, and it does not align with the regression text (Table 2 p -values not equal to what we say). The analysis of power or any bias checks when the participants discontinue are absent. Add a section on limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient and recent (2023-2025 African studies). Fix formatting inconsistencies. Suggest adding one on TPB application (e.g., Stancu et al., 2016 fully).
	

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


	Fair but needs editing: grammatical errors (e.g., subject-verb agreement), long sentences, repetition in results. Recommend professional proofread.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The strengths of the paper are quite clear: it presents practical categories of households (Unaware/Wasteful, Aware/Ineffective, Motivated/Effective) and gloriously employs good statistical techniques. However, it has some serious quibbles too: the description of the campaign is not specific, it does not specify the message used, duration of the campaign and the response concerning exposure. It does not indicate that the intervention led to the outcomes. Results and Discussion are completely interred, which violates AJFRN. Tables are also incoherent; as an example, Table 2 states that household size p=0.627 is not significant, whereas the text states otherwise. To resubmit, the authors will have to rewrite the paper, provide all details of the intervention, correct the statistical mistakes, and divide Results and Discussion.
address methodological gaps, inconsistencies, and language.
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