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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 provides important empirical evidence on the environmental and public health consequences of poor waste management practices in Ebonyi State, Nigeria. The study contributes to the limited literature by incorporating residents’ perceptions through a cross-sectional survey, thereby capturing community-level experiences of waste disposal systems and their impacts. The findings highlight how inadequate waste infrastructure, weak enforcement, and limited recycling facilities contribute to environmental pollution and disease outbreaks among residents. 

Furthermore, the study identifies significant differences in environmental and health impacts between areas with and without public waste bins, providing valuable insights for targeted policy interventions. The research also emphasizes opportunities for adopting circular economy approaches, including recycling and waste-to-energy initiatives. Overall, the manuscript offers practical recommendations for policymakers, environmental agencies, and stakeholders to improve sustainable waste management and protect public health.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The better title could be: “Environmental and Public Health Implications of Waste Management Practices in Ebonyi State, Nigeria: Evidence from a Cross-Sectional Survey of Residents”
	

	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 should be revised to improve clarity, structure, and focus. It should begin with a brief background highlighting the waste management problem in developing countries and clearly state the objective of the study. The methodology should be simplified by mentioning only the research design, sample size, and analysis method, while avoiding excessive statistical details. Additionally, the results should emphasize the most important environmental and health findings, followed by a concise conclusion highlighting the policy implications and the need for improved waste management systems.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is scientifically corrcet. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a need to include more recent and relevant references to strengthen the academic quality of the manuscript. The literature review should be expanded into a comprehensive and critical review of existing studies to better support the research. Additionally, the reference list should be carefully reorganized and formatted according to APA 7th edition guidelines, with all entries arranged alphabetically by the authors’ surnames. The entire reference section therefore needs to be revised and rewritten for clarity and consistency.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Introduction Structure:
The introduction should begin with a comprehensive global background, supported by relevant data, facts, and figures to establish the broader context of the study. Subsequently, the discussion should narrow down to Nigeria and then further to Ebonyi State, thereby creating a logical progression from the global to the national and finally the regional level. Additionally, sections 1.1 to 1.4 should be merged into a single continuous section, rather than being presented as separate subsections, to ensure better coherence and readability.

2. Literature Review:
A comprehensive literature review is currently missing and needs to be incorporated to authenticate and support the study. The review should include recent and relevant scholarly works, highlighting previous research findings, theoretical perspectives, and research gaps. This will strengthen the academic foundation of the study and clearly position the current research within existing literature.

3. Research Methodology:
The research methodology section should be clearly structured and should include the following key components:

· Description of the study area
· Sampling design adopted for the study

· Detailed methodology and data collection procedures
Presenting these components systematically will improve clarity and methodological transparency.

4. Results Section:
The results section should be concise, precise, and focused, presenting only the key findings of the study. Unnecessary explanations or repetitions should be avoided, and the results should be clearly supported by tables, figures, or statistical outputs where applicable.

5. Discussion Section:
The discussion section requires deeper evaluation and interpretation of the findings. The results should be critically analyzed in relation to existing literature, highlighting similarities, differences, and possible explanations for the observed outcomes.

6. Policy Implications, Conclusions, and Suggestions:
The study should clearly outline the policy implications of the findings, explaining how the results can inform decision-making, planning, or policy formulation. In addition, the conclusion should summarize the major findings, followed by practical recommendations or suggestions for policymakers, practitioners, and future research.

If you want, I can also convert this into reviewer comments format (for journal peer review) or numbered editorial comments, which often look more professional when submitting to journals.
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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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