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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 research addresses a significant gap in the literature by focusing on household-level practices in the Niger Delta. The mixed-methods design is well-explained and appropriate, and the findings are relevant to both academic and policy audiences. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Move minor technical details (like the names of the software) to the main methodology section. The abstract should highlight the design and scale, not the tools.

Use transition words to connect the sentences about barriers and the positive case of cooperatives 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference to "Ajzen, I. (n.d.)" is problematic. An "n.d." (no date) source is not ideal for supporting a core theoretical point in the discussion.


	

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


	Proofreading is required
	

	Optional/General comments


	Mention how the research instruments were validated.

Justify the choice of multilevel regression – what were the different "levels" in the model? 

Include more than one illustrative quote to give a richer voice to the participants and show variation in perspectives.
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