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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 addresses the critical issue of household food waste, which is increasingly recognized as a major challenge for sustainable food systems and environmental management. The study contributes valuable empirical evidence from urban Nigeria, a context that remains underrepresented in global food waste research. By applying statistical analysis and cluster segmentation, the study provides insights into behavioural predictors and household typologies associated with food waste. The findings offer practical implications for designing targeted interventions and policy strategies aimed at reducing food waste in urban African contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the objectives and scope of the study. It effectively communicates the focus on household typologies, barriers, and support needs related to food waste reduction.
Suggested alternative title (optional):
“Understanding Household Food Waste Behaviour: Typologies, Barriers, and Intervention Needs in Urban Nigeria”


	

	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 clear and comprehensive, summarizing the objectives, methodology, results, and conclusions of the study. However, the authors may consider briefly indicating the statistical methods used (e.g., logistic regression and cluster analysis) more explicitly to strengthen the methodological clarity. Additionally, the abstract could slightly emphasize the policy or practical implications of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and employs appropriate quantitative methods such as logistic regression, cluster analysis, and inferential statistical tests. The analytical framework aligns well with the research objectives, and the results are interpreted logically in the discussion section. However, the authors may consider further clarifying certain methodological aspects, particularly the criteria used for defining high food waste and the clustering process used in the k-means analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and include both foundational and recent studies on food waste behaviour and management. The inclusion of recent literature from 2023–2025 strengthens the relevance of the study. However, the manuscript could benefit from additional citations related to behavioural intervention strategies and urban food waste management in developing countries.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but some minor grammatical and stylistic issues are present. A careful language editing or professional proofreading is recommended to improve sentence clarity, consistency, and overall readability.
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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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