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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 provides a vital insight related to the fisheries and fish preservation sector in West Africa. Evaluating the refrigeration infrastructure, refrigerant types, and energy efficiency in Senegal's fishing industry yields significant insights for sustainable fisheries management, cold chain enhancement, and climate adaptation strategies. The results have significant ramifications for policymakers, researchers, and practitioners engaged in post-harvest technology, environmental management, and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it 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 effectively summarizes the objectives, procedures, findings, and implications. However, it might be improved by reducing the number of words that restate the findings and briefly discussing the study's methodological approach (such as descriptive statistics or interviews) earlier. Additionally, include a succinct conclusion that highlights the implications of the policy or sustainability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is coherently organized, has a solid scientific foundation, and makes sense. However, the statistics may be more transparent (e.g., by mentioning standard deviations and percentages when necessary). There are minor formatting issues with the figures and tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are complete and mostly up to date (2017–2024). They back up the arguments well. A few more references from the last two years on cold chain sustainability or HFC phase-out policies could make the literature base even stronger.
	

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


	There are several grammatical errors throughout the manuscript. Suggest to follow any grammar checker for more readability of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion is informative and helpful, but it might be shorter to make it easier to read and focus on the essential topics. The statistics should have the same numbers and short, well-written descriptions to make them easy to interpret. The paper would benefit from a brief "Policy Recommendations" section at the end that suggested ways to improve the cold chain, promote ecologically friendly refrigerants, and influence Senegal's fisheries policy.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues were found
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