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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 valuable insights into household solid waste management strategies in a rapidly urbanizing context, specifically focusing on Sokoni I Ward, Arusha City, Tanzania. It highlights the practical and environmental implications of various waste handling methods, addressing a critical issue in sustainable urban development. By shedding light on community-level waste management practices and their socio-economic determinants, the study offers a basis for formulating targeted policy interventions. Furthermore, its findings can be beneficial for urban planners, environmental scientists, and policymakers in addressing similar challenges in other developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, a slight refinement could make it more concise, such as:
"Household Solid Waste Management Practices in Urbanizing Arusha City: A Case Study of Sokoni I Ward."
	

	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 comprehensive and summarizes the study’s objective, methodology, key findings, and recommendations effectively. However, adding more emphasis on the implications of the findings for public health and environmental sustainability would strengthen its appeal. A brief mention of specific challenges faced by residents could also enhance its comprehensiveness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with appropriate methodologies, clear results, and logical conclusions. However, a more robust discussion of the limitations, such as potential biases in data collection or analysis, could enhance the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and cover relevant literature. However, a few additional recent references on urban solid waste management in developing countries could broaden the study’s context. Suggested references include:

· Hoornweg, D., & Bhada-Tata, P. (2012). What a Waste: A Global Review of Solid Waste Management.
· Wilson, D.C., et al. (2012). Comparative Analysis of Solid Waste Management in 20 Cities.

	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Some minor grammatical inconsistencies and overly long sentences can be revised for better readability. For instance, breaking down long sentences in the introduction and methodology sections would improve clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript could benefit from visual aids, such as charts or maps, to illustrate the data on waste generation and management practices more effectively.

Including a comparative analysis with other urbanizing regions in Tanzania or similar countries would enhance the study’s generalizability.

The conclusion could be enriched by discussing the broader policy implications and how the study’s findings align with global waste management strategies, such as those proposed by the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There do not appear to be any ethical issues in the manuscript. The study follows appropriate research practices, including obtaining data from household surveys, key informant interviews, and observations. However, the manuscript does not explicitly mention whether informed consent was obtained from participants or if ethical clearance was approved by a relevant institution. It is recommended to include a statement clarifying the ethical approval process and consent for participation in the methodology section.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	The manuscript does not indicate any competing interests. The authors should explicitly state that there are no conflicts of interest, which is a common practice in academic publishing.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No direct evidence of plagiarism is apparent in the manuscript. The citations and references seem to appropriately acknowledge prior work. However, to confirm originality, it is advised to run the manuscript through plagiarism detection software. If you suspect any specific passages might not be original, let me know, and I can investigate further.
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Overall Marks: 8.2s
This manuscript demonstrates strong potential with a well-executed study, meaningful findings, and relevance to the scientific community. However, some areas require improvement, including:

· A more detailed discussion of the limitations and implications.

· Slight refinements in language and sentence structure for scholarly readability.

· Clarifications on ethical considerations and explicit statements on conflicts of interest.

Minor Revision
With these adjustments, the manuscript will meet the standards for publication in a scholarly journal.
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