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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 manuscript examines the paradox of Nigeria’s energy sector—significant natural resource endowments versus widespread energy poverty. This research is timely and relevant, addressing critical policy gaps in access to clean cooking energy and sustainable energy transition. The topic aligns with current global discussions on SDGs, energy equity, and poverty alleviation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and reflects the study’s scope. However, it can be slightly refined for conciseness:
“Energy Abundance vs Energy Poverty in Nigeria: Empirical Analysis of Access to Clean Cooking Fuels and Technologies.”
	

	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 summarizes the study well but would benefit from:

· Brief mention of ARIMA model specifications (p, d, q) or statistical fit.

· Clearer presentation of key findings, e.g., projected access rates by 2050.

· A stronger concluding statement on policy implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is sound and the application of ARIMA is justified. However, the empirical presentation would be stronger with:

· Forecast plots, residual diagnostics, and confidence intervals.

· Tabulated ARIMA estimates and performance metrics (e.g., RMSE, AIC, BIC).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally adequate but can be enhanced by including:

· Nigeria’s Energy Transition Plan (2022).

· Recent peer-reviewed studies (2022–2024) on clean cooking and energy access in West Africa.


	

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


	The manuscript is well-written but contains sections where language flow appears mechanical, especially in methodology and discussion. A light review is advised to enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is valuable and relevant to policymakers and academics alike. However, a major revision is recommended to improve empirical presentation, language flow, and reference depth, and conclusion formatting.
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