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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 examines technical and commercial electricity losses in the West-African interconnected power system, a topic of continuing importance for regional power sector reform and energy integration. By compiling recent data from WAPP, ECOWAS, and other institutional sources, the study provides a useful regional overview of loss levels and their structural causes. The paper is relevant to researchers, regulators, and utility planners working on power system efficiency in developing regions. While the study is largely descriptive, it offers practical insights that can inform loss-reduction strategies and policy discussions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 covers the main objectives, key findings, and general recommendations of the study. However, minor editing is recommended to remove repetition in the opening sentence and to improve clarity and flow. The abstract could also briefly indicate the methodological approach
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The classification of technical and non-technical losses, the reported loss levels, and the interpretation of their causes are consistent with established literature and institutional reports. The discussion appropriately links infrastructure condition, governance, and financial performance to loss levels. No major technical errors are identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is adequate and relies on credible and recent sources, including WAPP, ECOWAS, AfDB, World Bank, and IEA reports.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and suitable for academic publication. Nevertheless, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to correct grammatical issues, improve sentence structure, and enhance overall readability, particularly in the introduction and discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well structured and the tables effectively summarize country-level loss data. To strengthen the contribution, the authors may consider clarifying the limitations of using secondary data and explicitly stating the policy implications of their findings. These improvements would enhance clarity but do not require major restructuring.
The manuscript is suitable for publication after minor revisions related to language polishing and clarity.
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