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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 (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 is important for the scientific community as it contributes to the interdisciplinary discourse between artificial intelligence, digital humanities, and historiography. By contextualizing AI-driven historical practices within contemporary Nigeria, the study highlights how emerging technologies can transform historical knowledge production, preservation, and dissemination in developing and postcolonial contexts. It also critically addresses ethical, cultural, and epistemological challenges such as data bias, digital exclusion, and indigenous knowledge representation. The work therefore provides both conceptual and practical insights for researchers, policymakers, and institutions engaged in digital heritage and AI-supported historical research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the scope of the study and accurately conveys the focus on artificial intelligence, digital historiography, and the rethinking of historical knowledge in Nigeria. It is informative, relevant, and appropriately framed for an interdisciplinary academic audience.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly presents the theme and relevance of the study. However, it could be further strengthened by explicitly stating the methodological approach (e.g., conceptual analysis or literature-based review) and briefly highlighting the key contributions or implications of the study. Minor language refinement would also improve clarity and academic tone. No major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically and conceptually sound. The arguments are logically structured, and claims are appropriately supported by existing literature. Key concepts related to AI, historiography, and digital knowledge are used consistently, and the discussion remains aligned with the stated objectives. The manuscript demonstrates scholarly rigor appropriate for a theoretical and review-based study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic, covering digital historiography, artificial intelligence, and cultural heritage studies. The inclusion of recent sources strengthens the manuscript; however, the paper could benefit from a few additional recent (2023–2025) references specifically focused on AI ethics, African digital heritage initiatives, and indigenous data governance. Overall, the reference list is adequate for the scope of the study.


	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written and understandable, with only minor grammatical and stylistic issues. A light round of professional language editing would further improve sentence flow, precision, and consistency in academic tone, but no major language concerns are present.
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