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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. In the manuscript, the author did not highlight early enough the MSW as a
resource.

2. Can the author include a definition of solid waste as a resource

3. The author should introduce the legal framework of MSW before the current
status of MSW in Nigeria

1) Noted Sir.
2) Noted sir, the correction has been effected.

(Check section 1(Introduction), first paragraph, last sentence)
3) Noted sir, the correction has been effected.

(Check section 4, paragraph two and three)

Minor REVISION comments

First use in the manuscript of Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) should be Municipal
Solid Waste (MSW)
Second and subsequent use in the manuscript should be MSW

1) Noted sir, the correction has been effected.
(All “ Municipal solid waste” have been changed to MSW throughout the body
of the work, except the first one)

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

Author’'s comment (if agreed with 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?

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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