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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 importance of this manuscript to the scientific community is that it elucidates the magnitude and causes of electricity losses in the WAPP region, based on available data and regional evidence. It aid researchers and decision-makers to have a clearer understanding of the distinction between technical losses and commercial losses and why both should be targeted simultaneously. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title of the article 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 in general is comprehensive as it expresses the problem of electricity loss that occurs in the power pool of western Africa, and it describes what are called its main causes. It could have been strengthened by reporting that the method employed was a review and analysis of regional reports and data. It would also strengthen the abstract if one of your numerical results was reported. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is scientifically valid, the introductions of technical and commercial electricity losses are precise and the findings comports with previous understanding in power systems and energy economics. Data and examples are consistent with information of well-regarded regional and international energy organizations. But the scientific case would be enhanced by saying what the methodology was, and ensuring that all statistics are well referenced.
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	yes
	

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

	yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	





Reviewer details:
[bookmark: _GoBack]
. Moses Adebayo, Northern Illinios University, USA






Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)
