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	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 offers a critical contribution to livestock economics by highlighting the influence of non-zootechnical factors, such as marital status, ethnicity, market location, and payment methods, on the sale of small ruminants in Niger.
The study introduces a multidimensional framework for understanding market dynamics, which is relevant for policymakers and development agencies, and agricultural economists.

The findings of this manuscript underscore the need for inclusive livestock marketing strategies that consider social and institutional variables.
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	English language quality requires moderate revision to meet the standards of scholarly communication. 
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1. Issues with the article usage (“the” vs “a”), 

2. Spelling errors Ex: zoothechnical, it should be zootechnical

3. Some sentences are very long and contains awkward phrasing

4. Some place it looks informal phrasing Ex: to do this, it should be “therefore, or notably”
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