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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript provides a timely and comprehensive analysis of Nigeria's energy transition, a topic of significant relevance to the fields of energy policy, sustainability, and climate change mitigation. Given Nigeria's position as a major energy producer in Africa, the paper's insights into the challenges and policy initiatives surrounding its shift from fossil fuels to renewable energy are valuable for policymakers, researchers, and industry stakeholders. The discussion on policy frameworks, technological limitations, and financial constraints contributes to the global discourse on sustainable energy transitions in developing economies. Moreover, the manuscript sheds light on Nigeria's commitments to international climate agreements and the feasibility of achieving carbon neutrality by 2060, making it a critical reference for further studies on energy transition strategies in Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is descriptive and provides a clear indication of the manuscript’s focus. However, it could be more concise while maintaining clarity. A suggested alternative title is: "Nigeria’s Energy Transition: Challenges, Policy Initiatives, and Prospects for Sustainability"
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study but contains grammatical errors and lacks specificity in some areas. Here are some suggested improvements:

· The phrase "made an attempt to critically assess" can be revised to "critically assesses" for conciseness.

· The sentence "The topic is of utmost significance in the field of energy security as it offers valuable insights government officials, Civil society organizations, academicians, and other relevant stakeholders in the area Energy studies" is unclear and needs restructuring. A better version is:
"This study is significant in the field of energy security as it provides valuable insights for government officials, civil society organizations, academicians, and stakeholders in energy studies."
· The phrase "abundant of renewable energy sources" should be corrected to "an abundance of renewable energy sources."
· The abstract should mention specific key findings to enhance its impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well-researched and addresses critical issues related to Nigeria’s energy transition. It accurately discusses Nigeria’s energy resources, policy initiatives, and challenges in adopting renewable energy. However, some claims require better substantiation:

· The discussion on Nigeria's renewable energy potential would benefit from additional quantitative data on solar, wind, and hydroelectric capacity.

· The technological barrier section could be expanded by including specific case studies of renewable energy projects in Nigeria.

· The argument about Nigeria's reliance on fossil fuels should include recent energy production and consumption statistics.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains a good number of references, but some key areas could benefit from more recent studies:

· The policy discussion should reference more recent government publications or reports beyond 2022.

· Additional sources on global best practices in energy transition from peer-reviewed journals would strengthen the discussion.

· The financial aspect should cite recent investment trends and funding initiatives by international organizations such as the World Bank or African Development Bank.


	

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


	The manuscript contains several grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and inconsistent punctuation, which affect readability. Examples include:

· "Energy transition from a fossil fuel based system of production and consumption to a renewable energy sources is a new normal for most countries of the globe."
→ "The transition from a fossil fuel-based system to renewable energy sources has become the new norm for many countries worldwide."
· "which is Goal 7 of the sustainable development goals."
→ "which aligns with Goal 7 of the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs)."
· "One of the factors that made Nigeria to establish a commission on energy transition is the 2021 United Nations Climate Change Conference"
→ "One of the key factors that led Nigeria to establish a commission on energy transition was the 2021 United Nations Climate Change Conference (COP26)."
· The manuscript needs consistent formatting of citations and references (e.g., APA or Harvard style).


	

	Optional/General comments


	Final Recommendations

1. Revise the title for conciseness and clarity.

2. Refine the abstract by improving grammar, removing redundancy, and including specific findings.

3. Ensure scientific accuracy by adding recent data on renewable energy potential and examples of successful initiatives.

4. Strengthen the policy analysis by citing more recent governmental and international reports.

5. Improve readability by correcting grammatical errors, restructuring sentences, and maintaining consistency in citation formatting.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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