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	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 makes a valuable contribution to the growing body of literature on household food waste, particularly within the underexplored context of sub-Saharan Africa. While most food waste research has focused on developed countries, this study provides much-needed empirical evidence from urban Nigeria, offering insights that are culturally and contextually relevant. The use of household typologies through cluster analysis is particularly commendable, as it moves beyond one-size-fits-all approaches and recognizes that different types of households require different intervention strategies. By identifying specific predictors of high food waste, such as household size, storage confidence, and motivation, the study provides actionable evidence that can inform targeted policy interventions and community programmes. Furthermore, the finding that a one-off campaign failed to produce significant behavioural change serves as an important reality check for practitioners and policymakers, reinforcing the need for sustained, multi-faceted approaches to behaviour change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and effectively captures the essence of the study. I appreciate that it immediately signals three key elements that make this research distinctive: the focus on household typologies (which is a strength of the study), the examination of barriers, and the practical orientation toward targeted support needs. The question format, "Who Wastes Food and Why?"- is engaging and draws readers in while accurately reflecting the exploratory and descriptive nature of the research.

If I were to offer a minor suggestion for consideration, the current title is somewhat lengthy. A slightly more streamlined version could read:

"Household Food Waste in Urban Nigeria: Typologies, Barriers, and Targeted Support Needs for Reduction"

This alternative retains all the essential elements while being more concise and suitable for database indexing. However, I want to emphasize that this is merely a suggestion, and the current title is perfectly acceptable as it stands. The decision ultimately rests with the authors and editors.


	

	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, covering all essential elements—aims, design, methods, results, and conclusion. However, two minor additions would strengthen it:

1. Briefly mention the response rate (78.7%) in the methods section.

2. Clarify that "high food waste" was defined as ≥500 g/week in the results.

These small tweaks would improve clarity without lengthening the abstract unnecessarily. Overall, it is well-written and effectively summarizes the study.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is appropriate, sample size is adequate, and statistical analyses (logistic regression, cluster analysis) are properly applied to address the research objectives. Findings are supported by the data and discussed in relation to relevant literature.

Minor issues to address:
· Inconsistent reporting of household size significance between text (p=0.031) and Table 2 (p=0.627)

· Some repetition between sections 3.1 and 3.2 that could be streamlined

These do not affect the overall scientific validity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and reasonably recent. The manuscript cites key foundational works (FAO, Parfitt et al., 2010) alongside more recent studies from 2023-2025, showing good coverage of both established and emerging literature. I especially appreciate the inclusion of African context studies (Miti et al., 2025; Chisika & Yeom, 2025; Nwafor et al., 2025), which strengthens the regional relevance.

Suggestions for additional references:
1. Schanes, K., Dobernig, K., & Gözet, B. (2018). Food waste matters - A systematic review of household food waste practices and their policy implications. Journal of Cleaner Production, 182, 978-991. — Provides broader theoretical framing for household typologies.
2. Secondi, L., Principato, L., & Laureti, T. (2015). Household food waste behaviour in EU-27 countries: A multilevel analysis. Food Policy, 56, 25-40. — Useful comparative context for European vs. African patterns.
3. Aschenann-Witzel, J., de Hooge, I. E., & Almli, V. L. (2021). My style, my food, my waste! Consumer food waste-related lifestyle segments. Journal of Cleaner Production, 291, 125916. — Directly relevant to your cluster analysis approach.
These are optional suggestions to enrich the discussion, not essential corrections.


	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-written, with clear sentence structures and appropriate academic tone. The technical terminology is used correctly, and the flow between sections is logical and easy to follow.

Minor observations:
· A few typographical errors exist (e.g., "serve as an index" should be "serves as an index" in the introduction)

· Some sentences are quite lengthy and could be broken down for better readability

· Table 4a shows "Insufficient tools or storage containers" as the most frequent barrier (144), but the text cites "Poor knowledge of food storage methods (46.7%)" as the top barrier—this discrepancy should be aligned

These are minor issues that can be addressed during copyediting. Overall, the language meets the standard for publication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Justification: This is a well-executed study with a strong methodology, relevant research questions, and valuable contributions to the literature on household food waste in sub-Saharan Africa. The use of cluster analysis to identify household typologies is a particular strength. The manuscript is scientifically sound and generally well-written.

A few minor issues need attention:

· Inconsistent reporting of household size significance between text and Table 2

· Some repetition between sections 3.1 and 3.2

· Minor typographical errors and discrepancies between text and tables

Once these minor issues are addressed, the manuscript will be suitable for publication.
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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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