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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.


	Using the Weibull statistical model, this publication offers a thorough evaluation of the wind energy potential in North Central Nigeria, making a substantial contribution to the scientific community. It provides empirical data to inform energy planners and policymakers, addressing a crucial data gap in renewable energy research for an understudied area. By comparing five states, the study improves knowledge of geographical wind variability and promotes sustainable energy integration tactics, especially solar-wind hybrid systems. Through the integration of quantitative modeling and insights from regional energy planning, the study enhances the methodological and practical aspects of renewable energy research in sub-Saharan Africa.
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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.


	In general, the abstract is thorough, clearly and logically outlining the goals, procedures, findings, and conclusions. It clearly defines the study area, describes how Weibull distribution modeling is used, and summarizes the key conclusions about the wind energy potential in each of the five states. To increase its scientific accuracy, it could be strengthened by adding more quantitative information, such as the precise range of Weibull parameters (k and c) or mean wind speeds. The study's credibility would also be increased by briefly mentioning the data sources (such as NIMET and NASA POWER) and the time period of analysis. Lastly, to strengthen the connection between the results and sustainable energy planning, the conclusion could specifically outline the policy or practical ramifications of implementing hybrid renewable systems.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is indeed methodologically sound and scientifically sound. Studies on renewable energy have long used the two-parameter Weibull distribution to evaluate wind energy potential, and the statistical method has been appropriately implemented. The results are in line with anticipated changes in wind speed in the research area, and the data sources and analytical techniques are explained in detail. Tables, comparative analysis, and figures all successfully bolster the conclusions reached. Overall, the work shows a legitimate and well-executed scientific approach, albeit minor improvements in data interpretation or the addition of uncertainty analysis could further increase the scientific rigor.
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