
ReviewForm 1.7 

Createdby:DR Checked by:PM Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022) 

 

 

 
 
 

JournalName: ArchivesofCurrentResearchInternational 
ManuscriptNumber: Ms_ACRI_99091 
TitleoftheManuscript:  

ASSESSMENTOF SOLIDWASTEMANAGEMENTMETHODSIN SOMESELECTEDPARTSOFOWERRIWEST,IMOSTATE,NIGERIA. 

TypeoftheArticle  

 
Generalguidelinefor PeerReviewprocess: 
 

Thisjournal’speerreviewpolicystatesthatNOmanuscriptshouldberejectedonlyonthebasisof‘lackofN ovelty’,providedthemanuscriptis scientificallyrobustandtechnically 
sound.ToknowthecompleteguidelineforPeerReviewprocess,reviewersarerequestedtovisitthis link: 

 
(https://www.journalacri.com/index.php/ACRI/editorial-policy)



ReviewForm 1.7 

Createdby:DR Checked by:PM Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022) 

 

 

 
PART1:ReviewComments 

 
 Reviewer’scomment Author’scomment(ifagreedwithreviewer,correct 

themanuscriptandhighlightthatpartinthe manuscript.Itis 
mandatorythatauthorsshouldwrite 
his/herfeedbackhere) 

Compulsory REVISIONcomments 
 
1. Isthemanuscript important forscientific community? 

(Please writefewsentenceson thismanuscript) 
 
2.  Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(Ifnotpleasesuggest analternativetitle) 
 
3. Isthe abstract ofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureof themanuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you thinkthemanuscriptisscientifically correct? 

 
6. Arethereferences sufficientandrecent?If you have 

suggestionofadditionalreferences,please mentioninthe review 
form. 

 
(Apart fromabove mentioned6 points, reviewersare freetoprovide 
additionalsuggestions/comments) 

 
 

1. Themanuscriptisimportantforscientificcommunity.Understandhowthe 
populationhandleswithsolidwasteisimportantfortheenvironmentandh
ealth. 

2.  
2.  Theabstractis  
 
clearandcompleted.Theobjectives,methodology,resultsand 

conclusionsareclear. 
 
 
3.  Thearticleiswellwrittenandeasyto understand. 
 
 
4.  Themanuscriptis scientificallycorrect. 
 
 
5.  Thereferencesofthearticlearesufficientand recent. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1. Islanguage/Englishquality of the articlesuitableforscholarly 

communications? 

 
1.  Thearticleiswellwrittenandeasytounderstand. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
Whatactionsshouldbetakentoimprovethesolidwastemanagement? 
 

 

 
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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Celina Kakitani Ofuchi 
Department, University & Country Federal University of Technology, Brazil 

 


