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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.


	The article is impressive due to its clearly stated objective and logically structured research methodology. The use of the NARDL model allows for a more comprehensive understanding of the asymmetric impact of energy factors on household well-being, enhancing the scientific value of the results. The findings appear well-founded and have practical implications, particularly in the context of energy infrastructure development policy. Overall, the study makes a valuable contribution to understanding energy poverty in Nigeria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is generally appropriate and successfully reflects the essence of the research conducted by the author.
	

	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 generally well-written, concise, and presented in a clear academic style. It effectively summarizes the key objectives, methodology, and findings of the study. However, it could be slightly refined by reducing some numerical details and, if desired, briefly emphasizing the practical implications of the results. These minor suggestions do not in any way diminish the overall quality and value of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with appropriate methodology and well-supported conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is generally comprehensive and well-balanced, including both foundational works and recent studies, as well as reports from international organizations like the World Bank and the International Energy Agency. This indicates a strong theoretical and empirical foundation of the study.
	

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


	The reviewer is not a native speaker of English; however, to the best of the reviewer’s knowledge, English is an official language of Nigeria. Therefore, the responsibility for language accuracy and stylistic quality is largely entrusted to the author. Overall, the manuscript appears suitable for scholarly communication.
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