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	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the diverse strategies employed by households in managing solid waste at the community level. It highlights the adaptive approaches, such as reuse, resale, and burial, which reflect localized efforts to address waste management challenges. The study contributes to the scientific community by documenting practical, context-specific methods that can inform sustainable waste management policies, particularly in urban and semi-urban settings. By capturing these practices, the manuscript also serves as a baseline for future research on improving waste management systems and promoting environmentally friendly practices.
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