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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The manuscript “A Systematic Approach Towards Sustainable Future” would be a significant importance in the scientific community for several reasons, particularly in the field of environmental science, waste management, and sustainability. A few importances are mentioned below: it helps to address the global waste management challenges
Promoting sustainability and circular economy,  advancing knowledge on recycling technologies, highlighting economic benefits, identifying knowledge gap and future research directions, promoting env. Awareness etc.
I like this manuscript because it gives a wide information about the environmental challenges management and also helps many researchers for the different methods of waste management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, this title is suitable.
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive, but kindly check Grammarly mistakes and(,) and (. )are not properly used.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, the subsections are appropriate but you can add reasons or risk factors due to mismanagement of waste if you want.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	I think this manuscript is scientifically and technically sound good because all the principles of scientific correctness are included in this manuscript . 
 representation of the recycling methods are accurate.
 Correct and reliable sources are used in this.
The manuscript is economically considered.
Comprehensiveness, critical evaluation, challenges, and limitations are included in this.
The methodology is not included in this kindly include if possible.
The conclusion and discussion are relevant in this.
	

	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 recent.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	Yes, but minor Grammarly mistakes kindly check once.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
Everything is mentioned above, overall the manuscript is good.
But, if you add the factors or causes and recent data that will be more introductive.
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	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)

	





	[bookmark: _Hlk190792096]Reviewer Details:


	Name:
	Heena Thakur

	Department, University & Country
	Eternal University, India






Created by: EA	              Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO	   	Version: 2 (08-07-2024)	
