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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.


	1. This manuscript addresses the critical issue of clean energy in Nigeria, highlighting the distortions in the petroleum industry and their impact on economic development. 

2. Given the ongoing global energy transition and Nigeria’s reliance on fossil fuels, this study is valuable in guiding policymakers on how to leverage renewable energy sources for sustainable development. 

3. The research contributes to existing literature by discussing regulatory barriers, financial constraints, and infrastructure challenges that hinder Nigeria’s energy sector transformation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and adequately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, a slight revision for clarity could be: “Clean Energy Transition, Economic Growth, and Petroleum Industry Distortions in Nigeria”
	

	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 provides a good summary of the study. However, some sections lack clarity. The following improvements are recommended:

· Clearly state the research objective at the beginning.

· Specify the key findings in a more structured manner.

· Avoid vague statements like "this could be mere assumption by the author."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually sound, but some sections need improvement:

· The methodology section lacks clear justification for the sampling technique used in interviews.

· Some data sources (e.g., Table 1 on energy mix) require verification with more recent official sources.

· Certain claims about corruption in the petroleum industry require stronger empirical backing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and recent, but additional sources could enhance credibility. For example:

· A review of Nigeria’s latest energy policies and petroleum industry reforms.

· More recent data on energy consumption from institutions like the World Bank or the International Energy Agency.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is mostly suitable for scholarly communication but requires minor corrections for grammatical errors and sentence clarity. Examples:

· "The petroleum business in Nigeria has been found blocked by corruption..." → "The Nigerian petroleum industry has been plagued by corruption..."
	

	Optional/General comments


	Improve clarity in the abstract – Ensure that the methodology and policy implications are clearly stated.

Provide more methodological details – Specify the interview sample, analysis method, and how results were validated.

Enhance empirical support – Include more data-backed discussions rather than broad generalizations.

Refine language and grammar – Proofread for errors, improve sentence structures, and remove redundancies.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical concerns were identified.
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