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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.


	The study presents an in-depth investigation of how well public libraries in Niger State, Nigeria are aware of and utilize makerspaces like 3D printers, digital media production tools, coding stations, and hands-on crafting materials, etc. It also suggests launching awareness campaigns, securing better funding, training staff, and forming strategic partnerships to support the sustainable use of makerspaces in public libraries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript appears to be well-chosen and aligns effectively with the core thought-content of the research, making it both relevant and 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.


	The abstract contains some spelling errors and does not clearly state the aim of the study. It lacks coherence and cohesion in the paragraph writing, e.g., the methodology section does not present a smooth and logical flow of ideas. Similarly, the presentation of the findings could be improved to ensure better logical progression and clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically acceptable and intent with well stated objectives, but there are areas that need improvement to enhance the clarity and presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seems current and sufficient, although There is limited inclusion of recent international research from global regions where makerspaces are well established.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript, in its current form, is not fully suitable for scholarly communication and would require revision before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Several suggestions from my end are:
1. Language and grammar need careful editing to enhance clarity and flow.

2. Inferential statistics along with descriptive statistics would improve the depth of interpretation.

3. Author may break the demography (age, experience, job title etc.) of the sample and also explain how the randomness was ensured.
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