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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	Please summarize the significance of this manuscript for the scientific community in a few sentences.

For the scientific community, especially those studying alternative fuels and sustainable energy solutions, the manuscript is extremely pertinent and significant. It provides insightful information about the techno-economic viability of implementing compressed natural gas (CNG) in Nigeria, taking into account both the financial and environmental advantages. Policymakers, researchers, and industry stakeholders thinking about alternative fuels in developing nations may find this thorough analysis to be a fundamental resource.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title accurately sums up the manuscript's content and is appropriate.
	

	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.
	Although the abstract is thorough overall, it might be improved by briefly addressing the socioeconomic and environmental effects to better represent the wider range of topics covered in the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript seems to be scientifically correct, with appropriate analyses and comprehensive explanations. To prevent confusion, the writers should, however, make a clear distinction between hypothetical data and actual empirical findings, particularly in the section on comparative analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, there are enough current and pertinent references. The manuscript is strengthened by the authors' extensive citation of current research and reliable sources.
	

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


	The language used in the manuscript is appropriate overall, although a few minor typographical and grammatical errors need to be fixed to improve readability and scholarly communication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The techno-economic analysis in the manuscript is excellent. However, by providing more thorough analyses of potential market obstacles and Nigerian-specific problems with consumer acceptance, the authors could bolster their claims even more.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues identified.
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