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	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 study explores the potential of wind energy in Nigeria, by taking an example of sokoto state. It shows that wind turbines can help to address the country’s energy deficiency, specifically in areas with decent wind. The research calls for more investment and support to add wind energy to the national grid.
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	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.
	Add the percentage of power increased or decreased in the considered parameters.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the abstract it is discussed about the two months of maximum wind speed 3.93 m/s and minimum 2.74 m/s  and in calculation table 1. it is considered till 6 m/s  and generates 760 Kw which is not feasible. Proper justification is missing in the manuscript.
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	Optional/General comments


	1. Nowhere is it mentioned the power generated and alternative arrangement to generate power other than those two months which is considered.
2. Validation of findings is missing.
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