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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.


	The study is paramount to raise awareness among different charcoal value chain actors including users, researchers and policy makers who could utilize the data to ensure appropriate design and implementation of policy measures regarding charcoal production. The study also highlighted different actors in the charcoal value chain development, including different charcoal policies, strength of the policy compliance and remedies to strengthen them.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Requires rewording as:

“Level Evaluation of Charcoal Policies Compliance in Benue 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 has not been systematically described as there are some missing items (which need to be included). The author (s) need to include a brief introduction and problem statement (this should come first before the statement ‘this study investigated…’). Include the data collection methods used as there is no evidence of how data were collected (insert it before the statement ‘Descriptive statistics…’).  Include the levels of charcoal policies compliance (obtained from the study) i.e. either in term of percentages. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and followed a standard format. The authors selected and described the study area. A sampling method was selected and utilized for the study. Different methods of data collection were described. The results and discussion were presented and conclusion made. 
However, there is need to check and correct grammar and spelling in the whole study. The article need to be numbered and restructured. E.g. 1.0 Introduction, 2.0 Study Area, 3.0 Sampling Methods, 4.0 Results and Discussion, 5.0 Conclusion. 

The author need to provide references to Eqns 1, 2, 10 and 11. 

Eqns 3 to 9 are missing from the manuscript! Clarify on this? And provide well numbered equations with their references.

Under Results and Discussion, there is need for the author to combine the results and discussion as one section and avoid separating them for readers to easily understand them. In this case, the author can present results/findings, describe the results/findings and then discuss it. The author need to add more discussion work (the discussion section was generally short) so as to bring the novelty of the work with clear comparison with other studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are generally old with only few being recent. In addition, MAJORITY of the references highlighted in the article (study) are not captured under the references such as FAO (2017), FAO (2019), FAO (2020), Mwampamba et al., (2018), Branch et al., (2022), and so on. Some references were repeated under the reference section, e.g. Chiteculo et al., (2018). Only 7 references are seen listed in the reference section! This need to be deeply worked on and then included in the reference section.

	

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


	It is ok! However, the author (s) need to check the grammar and spelling errors in the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Though the manuscript was scientifically correct, there is still need to improve on the overall manuscript. There is need to add abstract, provide references to all equations used, add discussion sections, and combine results and discussion as one section. The authors need to ensure all references cited in the document appears in the reference section. The authors need to check grammar and spelling errors. And ensure the document sections are numbered appropriately.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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