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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 study is a real-world blueprint for tackling energy poverty. It moves beyond theory to show how we can actually power off-grid villages in a way that makes sense both for the planet and for the people living there. By proving that these custom-built hybrid systems are not just technically possible but also financially smart, it gives governments and investors the hard evidence they need to start funding these projects. Ultimately, this work lights a path toward a future where clean, reliable electricity is a reality for rural communities, not just a hope
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A Techno-Economic and Environmental Optimization of Hybrid Renewable Energy Systems for Rural Kwara State, Nigeria
	

	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.


	This abstract does a great job of telling the full story of your research, from the real-world problem in rural Nigeria to the promising, clean energy solution you've designed. It has all the right pieces. To make it even more compelling, you could trim just a little bit of the financial detail like mentioning the specific costs and then also saying the values were positive, which feels a bit repetitive. Tightening that section would make the standout findings about cost-effectiveness and environmental benefits pop even more for the reader, delivering a clearer and more powerful line about the importance of your work.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The science in this manuscript is solid it uses the right tools and its conclusions about providing clean, affordable power to these villages make perfect sense. But some simple mistakes in the tables, like mixing up which energy source goes with which town and having the exact same financial result for all three, which just doesn't seem right. Fixing these details ensures that the undeniable strength of your research is the first thing people see and trust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list does a good job of touching on all the right topics, but it feels a bit dated and leans heavily on the authors' own previous work. To really ground your study in the most current thinking and show readers how it fits into the latest research, it would be great to weave in some fresh, high-profile journal articles from the last few years. Adding these would make a strong paper even more convincing and robust.
	

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


	The manuscript gets its important points across clearly, which is the main goal. To make it truly shine for a scholarly audience, it would benefit from a good polish to smooth out some of the awkward phrasing and grammatical hiccups. Cleaning up the language will help it run more smoothly and make a stronger, more professional impression on journal reviewers.
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