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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	By presenting factual, region-specific data on the bioenergy potential of biowaste in Nigeria's Federal Capital Territory, this publication significantly advances the scientific community. By employing statistical analysis to connect waste generation characteristics with adoption behavior, it closes a significant research gap. Policymakers, researchers, and bioenergy investors looking to support sustainable waste-to-energy systems in poor nations might learn a lot from the findings. Additionally, the report advances the conversation in sub-Saharan Africa on the circular economy and the shift to sustainable energy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title — “Assessment of biowaste for bioenergy and its sustainable adoption strategies in the Federal Capital Territory, Nigeria” — is generally suitable and scientifically appropriate. It clearly reflects:
· The core subject (biowaste for bioenergy)

· The analytical focus (adoption strategies)

· The geographical scope (Federal Capital Territory, Nigeria)

However, it could be slightly refined for clarity and precision. The phrase “its sustainable adoption strategies” is somewhat broad and grammatically less direct.
	

	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 goal, methods, main findings, and conclusion are all succinctly presented in the abstract, which is generally thorough. It could be a little more succinct and clearer, though.

Ideas:

To emphasize its contribution, succinctly describe the research gap or uniqueness.

Explain the statistical techniques (such as chi-square/logistic regression) in further detail.

To keep it sharper, omit little repetitions (such as excessively detailed demographic points).

Include a brief phrase outlining the findings' implications for policy.

The abstract is good overall, however it could be made more succinct and impactful.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript's methodology, structure, and statistical application are sound scientific practices. The goals are well-defined, suitable quantitative techniques (such as logistic regression and chi-square) are applied, and the results are rationally interpreted.

However, a few little adjustments are required:

It is important to carefully double-check the accuracy and consistency of certain statistical interpretations, such as the wording of hypotheses that indicate acceptance or rejection.

Some methodological explanations (such as the mixed use of probability and non-probability sampling) require more thorough explanation.

To increase scientific precision and clarity, language refining is necessary.

Although the work would benefit from thorough technical and editorial revision, it is generally valid from a scientific standpoint.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references in the manuscript cover pertinent foundational and topical works and are generally adequate. The literature base would be strengthened, particularly in the areas of bioenergy uptake and biowaste valorisation in emerging economies, by including a few more recent (last five years) and regionally focused sources, as many of the listed works are fairly outdated.

Short suggestions:

Incorporate new studies (2020–2025) on the potential for bioenergy from municipal biowaste in low-income regions such as sub-Saharan Africa.

Include current socioeconomic adoption research on renewable energy that makes use of technological acceptance models or logistic regression.

Cite any significant international reports published in recent years on waste-to-energy and the circular economy from reputable organizations (such as the World Bank, UN-Habitat, and IEA).
Overall, the reference list is adequate but would benefit from a small set of updated and region-specific recent citations to enhance scientific currency.
	

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


	Yes — the language quality is overall suitable for scholarly communication, but it can be further improved for conciseness, flow, and consistency to meet the highest journal standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Justification (very briefly):
· Strong and relevant topic with clear policy importance.

· Appropriate methodology and statistical application.

· Good empirical contribution at the regional level.

· However, language clarity, statistical interpretation consistency, sampling justification, and abstract/title refinement require improvement.

· Minor structural and editorial polishing is needed for publication quality.

With careful revision, the manuscript has strong potential for acceptance.
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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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