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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 paper addresses an important intersection of entrepreneurship and renewable energy in Nigeria, a context where energy poverty, economic development, and environmental sustainability are deeply linked. It is valuable because: It identifies and frames renewable energy as both a business enabler and business opportunity, with strong relevance for policy makers, investors, and practitioners. The PET (Prosperity–Environment–Technology) framework provides a useful conceptual lens for linking entrepreneurial motivation with sustainable energy transitions. By employing content analysis and literature review, the study synthesizes a broad range of findings into a coherent discussion, offering a baseline for further empirical research


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content and focus of the paper
	

	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 is informative and captures the core themes. However, it can be strengthened by: Including brief mention of the PET framework to signal the conceptual contribution. Quantifying or illustrating the scale of Nigeria’s renewable energy gap (e.g., % without electricity, solar penetration rates) to enhance context.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The content is logically structured, well-referenced, and supported by relevant literature. The PET framework is clearly articulated, and the discussion of renewable energy’s role in entrepreneurship is comprehensive. Minor issues to address: While the literature review is thorough, the methodology section could briefly clarify the criteria for selecting sources in the systematic review. Figures are referenced but could benefit from more explanatory captions to stand alone. The argument would be stronger if supported by some Nigeria-specific case examples of successful renewable energy ventures.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are up-to-date (many from 2022–2024) and relevant. The inclusion of international and local sources provides balance. One suggestion is to add empirical case studies or policy reports from Nigerian agencies to ground the PET framework in local practice.
	

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


	Yes. The language is clear and professional, though a few sentences could be tightened to avoid redundancy (e.g., repeated phrasing around “renewable energy as a business enabler and business opportunity”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider adding a short section on policy and financing mechanisms (e.g., subsidies, feed-in tariffs, climate finance) that could support entrepreneurs in the sector. A limitations paragraph would help readers contextualize that the study is based on secondary sources, without primary data validation. Future research directions could include testing the PET framework empirically in Nigeria’s renewable energy market.
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