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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 study highlights an important area in library innovation—makerspaces—as a tool for community empowerment, digital literacy, and improved service delivery in public libraries, especially in developing contexts like Nigeria. Given the global drive toward experiential learning and skill-based education, the research is timely and contributes to discussions on the modernization of public libraries. By investigating awareness, usage, impact, and challenges, this study provides valuable insights into policy formulation and library development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but contains a typographical error: "SREVICE" should be corrected to "SERVICE". Revised title suggestion:
"Awareness and Use of Makerspaces for Innovative Service Delivery in Public Libraries in Niger State"
	

	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 provides a reasonable summary of the study but can be improved by explicitly stating the research design (descriptive survey), the tools used (questionnaire and checklist), and the key recommendations. Also, rephrasing for clarity and correcting grammar will enhance readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically valid. However, it lacks critical engagement in the literature review section. The review is mostly descriptive and general in nature. It would be beneficial to summarize the review of related literature more concisely and include more specific citations linking each concept (e.g., awareness, utilization, challenges) to empirical studies. The research could be strengthened by synthesizing the literature to identify clear gaps and justifying the study’s relevance more explicitly.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly relevant and recent. However, a few more empirical and contextual references from recent years (2022–2024) could improve the depth, especially from international comparative studies or African library innovation frameworks. Examples include:

· Studies that detail successful implementation of makerspaces in public libraries.

· Comparative evaluations between Nigerian and international library systems.


	

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


	The manuscript has several grammatical issues and awkward sentence constructions that affect clarity. For scholarly communication, a thorough language edit is recommended. Examples:

· “make rspaces” should be corrected to “makerspaces.”

· Phrasing like “Sincethere is a strong consensus…” should be revised for clarity.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study would benefit from a clearer problem statement, more analytical depth in the discussion section, and concise presentation of tables. Also, aligning the findings with policy recommendations in Nigeria's National Library Policy framework would enhance the manuscript’s practical significance.
Recommendation: Major Revision
Rationale: The topic is important, and the research is methodologically appropriate. However, the manuscript requires substantial revision in the following areas:

· Correcting grammatical errors and improving language clarity.

· Enhancing the review of related literature with synthesis and relevant recent citations.

· Clarifying and strengthening the abstract, introduction, and discussion.

Presenting tables and findings more clearly and concisely.
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