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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.


	The manuscript makes a useful contribution by documenting a real environmental problem in African cities, where such empirical studies are needed. The quantitative data on Koh River pollution provide valuable information for local authorities, even if the methodology has limitations. The study clearly identifies a public health problem and provides concrete measurements that can inform management decisions, although further research with improved methodological design is needed to confirm causality.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content of the research.
	

	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 is generally well structured and provides the essential information. The methodology is described sufficiently for an abstract - "surveying slaughterhouse managers" and "analyzing water samples using ISO methods" convey the main idea without burdening the text with technical details that belong in the methods section.

The results are clearly presented with concrete numerical data on slaughterhouse production and chemical concentrations, which allows the reader to understand the magnitude of the problem studied. The concentrations of 3,137.5 mg/L for COD and 1,873.7 mg/L for BOD are valuable data that demonstrate the high level of pollution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and provides valuable empirical data on a real environmental problem. The chemical analysis methods use close ISO standards, the data are presented transparently, and the upstream-downstream sampling station design makes sense for impact assessment.

The main scientific deficiency is the absence of a section dedicated to study limitations. The authors do not discuss that the small sample size (n=3 per station) may affect the robustness of the statistical analyses, do not mention that the short sampling period (September-December) may introduce seasonal bias, and do not acknowledge that other sources of pollution along the river may contribute to the observed concentrations.

This omission makes the results seem more definitive than they should be scientifically. To improve the manuscript, the authors should add a section in the Discussion that acknowledges these methodological limitations and suggests directions for future research with improved design.

Despite this shortcoming, the manuscript remains a useful contribution to the regional literature, providing the first systematic documentation of the impact of slaughterhouses on water quality in the studied cities. The data can inform local environmental management decisions, even if they require confirmation by further, larger studies
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in number and appropriate to the context of the study. Although many sources are from the period 2008-2016, this reflects the reality that there is little recent research specific to the management of slaughterhouse waste in secondary cities in West Africa, a gap that the authors explicitly acknowledge in the introduction. The bibliography includes the ISO standards necessary for the validation of analytical methods and relevant sources on environmental impacts. Given that this paper contributes to filling an important gap in the literature by providing the first systematic empirical data for the region studied, I do not suggest additional specific references.
	

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


	The quality is sufficient for publication in international scientific journals, but would benefit from minor stylistic editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is a solid scientific work that addresses a real and neglected problem in the literature, providing valuable empirical data for the West African region where such studies are rare. The contribution is significant in providing the first systematic measurements of the impact of slaughterhouses on water quality in secondary cities in Côte d'Ivoire, with the data presented being clear and the methodology based on close ISO standards.

The absence of a section dedicated to methodological limitations and the small sample size for the statistical analyses applied are practically the only aspects that diminish the quality of the paper. However, these problems are correctable by minor revisions that include a discussion of the study's constraints and to nuance the conclusions without requiring additional data collection or major restructuring of the manuscript. 

For example: 

· Add paragraph in Discussion of methodological limitations: small sample (n=3), short period (September-December), possible other sources of pollution

· Quantify the language in Conclusions: replace categorical statements with cautious formulations ("results suggest", "data indicate")

· Mention the need for future longer-term studies to confirm trends

The scientific value of the contribution for the regional context studied remains intact, and the identified problems can be remedied by clarifying edits that improve the transparency and rigor of the presentation without affecting the essence of the research.
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