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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.


	This manuscript offers valuable empirical insights into how Nigeria’s energy mix impacts global warming using advanced econometric techniques. It highlights the environmental consequences of both fossil fuel and renewable energy use in a developing country context. The findings are crucial for shaping effective energy and climate policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suggested Alternative Title:

"Impact of Energy Mix on Global Warming: Empirical Evidence from Nigeria"
	

	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.


	Strengths of the Abstract:

Clearly identifies the research problem (impact of energy mix on environmental degradation via global warming).

Specifies the methodologies used (Johansen cointegration test, Toda-Yamamoto causality test).

Presents key findings (unidirectional causality, inefficacy of renewable energy due to infrastructure issues). Offers policy recommendations.

Suggested Improvements:

Title Consistency:

The abstract emphasizes global warming, so the title and abstract should be aligned in focus. “Environmental degradation” can be mentioned, but global warming should be highlighted.

 Clarify the Objective:

Consider explicitly stating the main objective or research question at the beginning.

Avoid Redundancy:

The abstract repeats the terms “unidirectional causality” and “global warming” multiple times — this can be streamlined.

Results Interpretation:

The statement about renewable energy being ineffective may need softening or clarification (e.g., “current renewable practices/infrastructure” instead of broadly implying all renewable energy is ineffective).

Tighten the Language:

Rephrasing some sections could improve readability and conciseness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	YES these references are recent and suitable. If author add some more references will strengthen the manuscript
	

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


	Yes. But minor grammatically errors has been removed by the author.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)


	


Reviewer details:

Neeta, IC College of Community Science, Chaudhary Charan Singh Haryana Agricultural University, India

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

