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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 paper is important for scientific community due to its large area wind forecasting in certain area. Kaduna, Katsina, Kano, Bauchi, Yobe, Kogi, and Federal Capital Territory (FCT) Abuja are chosen states in Northern Nigeria for this analysis. Findings highlight critical importance of integrating seasonal analysis into renewable energy planning, underscoring need for hybrid systems to ensure energy stability. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable 
	

	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.


	Yes, but it could be enhanced with more problem statement and inclusion of data collection year for better clarity. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it uses fundamental wind power equation and incorporates essential real-world factors like loss and land-mass scaling. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references provided are not sufficient and recent. Please include more recent literature from 2020
	

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


	No, the language quality is not suitable for scholarly communications. The manuscript contains several grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents one of the first state-level, field-based wind energy assessments across seven states (Kaduna, Katsina, Kano, Bauchi, Yobe, Kogi, and Abuja). The study estimates energy output using the wind power equation and power density analysis. While the topic is relevant, several aspects of the work require improvement to strengthen its clarity, and technical rigor. Detailed recommendations are provided below.
1.  The abstract does not mention of main goals, and methodology considered for forecasting. Also, please ensure that the abstract with more problem statement and inclusion of data collection year for better clarity.
2. The Introduction would benefit from a more thorough review of relevant literature.
3. The introduction and related works do not sufficiently address the emerging research gaps/issues. Provide a separate related work section for better clarity of research gap.  

4. The methodology section requires further improvement. Kindly provide a clear and more detailed explanation of the Wind Speed Forecasting Models, including step-by-step procedures, area under consideration for forecasting.

5. Is there any specific techniques used for accurate forecasting of wind? Provide justification.
6. The discussion of the results is good, but it could be expanded. A deeper analysis of the economic implications of the findings would be beneficial.
7. The text mentions data from "selected months across 2024 and 2025," but it doesn't specify which months were selected for which state.
8. The paper states that wind speed data was collected using "a measuring device" and "experimental and realistic hourly measurements. Please specify the type of measuring device used and the height at which the wind data was collected.

9. The assumptions for the loss factor and power density must be clearly justified with citations to industry standards.
10. The conclusion section needs to be enhanced by summarizing key findings, highlighting the significance of the work, and suggesting future research directions.
11. The provided references are insufficient and outdated, please include most recent source being from 2020.
12. Careful proofreading and editing are needed. Typos and grammatical errors can be found.  
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