Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Energy Research and Reviews 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JENRR_145162

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	ANALYSING HOUSEHOLD ENERGY CONSUMPTION IN ABUJA MUNICIPAL: IMPLICATIONS FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY ADOPTION AND CLIMATE CHANGE POLICIES

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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	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 manuscript is important to the scientific community as it provides empirical evidence on the determinants of household energy consumption in a specific urban context in Nigeria. The findings highlight the complex interplay of technical, social, and attitudinal factors, such as appliance ownership, socio-demographic characteristics, behavioral practices, and climate change awareness, in shaping energy demand. The study's results, including the paradoxical finding that higher climate change awareness is associated with increased energy use, underscore the need for integrated and nuanced policy interventions that go beyond simple awareness campaigns. This research contributes to a deeper understanding of energy demand dynamics in developing countries, offering practical guidance for designing targeted interventions that align with sustainable energy goals.
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	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 format of the abstract is incorrect. The author should not use bullet points in abstracts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the information in the provided manuscript, the research appears to be scientifically correct. The study utilized a quantitative, cross-sectional survey design, which is a suitable methodology for examining the relationships between different variables. The authors' use of Multiple Linear Regression (MLR) and SPSS for data analysis is a standard and appropriate statistical approach for this type of research.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The manuscript's structure is consistent with an academic paper, featuring distinct sections for the abstract, introduction, methodology, results and discussion, conclusion, and references. The writing is formal and uses appropriate academic terminology, such as "Multiple Linear Regression (MLR)" and "collinearity diagnostics". The authors correctly use statistical symbols and formatting. The sentences are well-constructed and the flow from one idea to the next is logical, particularly in the results and discussion sections where the authors link their findings to existing literature. However, there are a few areas that could be improved. Some phrases could be reworded for conciseness or to avoid repetition. For example, the repeated use of "the regression analysis shows" could be varied. Additionally, minor grammatical or syntactical issues may be present, which is common for non-native English speakers. Overall, the manuscript's English is of a high enough standard to convey the research's findings clearly and effectively to a scholarly audience. The language does not hinder the understanding of the methodology, results, or conclusions.
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