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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 article is interesting and provides insight into how the supply chain of crop residues used in animal feed is managed in the African city of Niamey.  It allows us to understand waste management in this city and to make comparisons with this type of management in other regions. We consider the article is relevant to us because there is not much related research on this topic.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is appropriate and reflects the article's content.
	

	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 correct; however, we recommend removing percentages and weights of transport loads. We believe the abstract would be more appropriate as follows: Crop residues constituted a significant inflow from production areas, primarily villages in the surrounding communes, to the city of Niamey, mainly during the cool dry season. Crop haulms represent the largest proportion of crop residues transported into the city of Niamey. The most commonly used means of transport are donkey and ox-drawn carts, and this is true throughout all seasons. Cars are used moderately for supplying the city of Niamey. The largest loads weigh  for carts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The document conforms to the requirements of a scientific article with Abstract, Introduction, Materials and Methods, Results, Discussion, Conclusions and References. The tables and figures are appropriate and facilitate understanding of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient; however, we recommend including additional references in the introduction and discussion sections that could reflect the state of the art in other regions or territories.
	

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

	We consider the English writing styles suitable for an academic article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It is noted that the references section does not follow an alphabetical order; this should be corrected. We believe the conclusions section should be improved and expanded to add relevance to the article.
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