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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 (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.

	1.  It brings about new knowledge to literature
2. The method of the study was justifiably used
3. Despite its being a quantitative study, the author referred to literature through citation; it shows the author did some reviews theoretically.

	

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

	The title seems novel, but the content of the paper was carried out exhaustively; the title seems limited; it can be adjusted a little
	

	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 is well written; that was the reason I decided to review this research paper because it is detailed and well-constructed, and it catches the reader's attention.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The method of research used is appropriate for me
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The referencing style is in orderliness, but serious editing needs to be done in the intext citation. I don’t know if that's what the journal instructed, but the et al. is too much. It’s the first time of introducing or citing those authors in the paper; you should write their names, and then later, if repeated, you can use et al. With this you will reduce the so much et al. in the paper. 
	

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

	It is suitable; the grammar used is acceptable.  there are some spaces that needed to be given in some words, like 4.1: Baseline findings; check the first lines..., and 3.1 the third line have a kind of citation to be included as footnote but there is no such in the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The research work is well comprehensive and exhaustively carried out. About Table 1: descriptive statistics; Electricity in the region based on the total is below average (check the figures and correct) but it was analysed as average. In your result, it recommends transformative potential of electrification which shows it is below currently based on the research.  
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	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 detail)


	






Reviewer details:

[bookmark: _Hlk198890952][bookmark: _GoBack]Okeke MaryPrecious Chiamaka, National Research University Higher School of Economics, Moscow
Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (07-07-2024)
