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	Author’s Feedback (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 addresses a critical public health issue by assessing groundwater potability in understudied regions of Niger (Agadez, Dabaga, Gougaram, Ingall). The identification of specific contaminants (fluoride, nitrates, nitrites) exceeding WHO limits provides actionable data for local authorities and NGOs. The study contributes to the scarce literature on Sahelian groundwater quality and highlights region-specific risks (e.g., geological fluoride, agricultural pollution). Such data are vital for designing targeted interventions to ensure safe drinking water in arid, resource-limited contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is comprehensive but slightly verbose. Suggestion: Physico-chemical Potability Assessment of Groundwater in Agadez Region, Niger: Urban and Rural Case Studies
	

	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 clearly outlines objectives, methods, and key findings. 

Add: Sampling timeframe (e.g., "Sampling was conducted in [Month/Year]"). 

Delete: Redundant phrases (e.g., primarily accessed through wells and boreholes" is implied). 

Clarify: Rodier’s protocol → standard protocols (Rodier et al., 2009).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology (spectrophotometry, titrimetry) is appropriate, and results align with regional hydrogeology. However: 1) Table I-IV are referenced but not included (check submission files); 2) Fluoride/Nitrate sources need more discussion (e.g., geological vs. anthropogenic); 3) Statistical analysis (e.g., ANOVA for inter-commune differences) would strengthen conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References cover core regional studies ( Amadou 2014, WHO 2017) but lack recent (<5 years) Sahel-specific groundwater literature. Add: "Journal of Hydrology: Regional Studies" (2021) for Sahelian hydrochemistry; "Sci. Total Environ." (2023) on global nitrate trends.
	

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


	Generally clear but requires minor editing: 1) Tense inconsistencies (This study aims" → "aimed); 2) Redundancies (e.g., "paramount importance"); 3) Formatting errors (e.g., abrupt table references). Recommend: Professional proofreading.
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	· Include detection limits for analytical methods (e.g., spectrophotometry).
· Discuss implications of high fluoride (e.g., dental fluorosis) and nitrates (e.g., methemoglobinemia) for local health
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