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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript) 

	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 


	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 deals with an environmental and energy related problem in Nigeria concerning the fuel wood use and environmental degradation in Benue State. The study has its value to the scientific community by offering empirical findings related to the socioeconomic factors that lead to fuelwood dependence and the associated perceptions of its effects on deforestation, biodiversity loss, air pollution, and land degradation. The results provide relevant policy, environmental management and research guidance for sustainable options in household energy generation in developing countries with high biomass fuel dependency. Moreover, the study emphasizes practical measures that can enable cleaner energy transitions, foster environmental conservation and sustainable development.
	




PART 2.1 (Objective Evaluation)

	
	Rating of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback (Revision of the Manuscript and Feedback of Authors are mandatory for Rating of 2 and 1)

	1. Is the title clear and appropriate for the study? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	2. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	3. Are the keywords appropriate and useful?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	4. Is the background information of the paper sufficient and well organized?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	5. Are the research objectives/hypotheses clearly stated?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	6. Is the literature review relevant and up to date?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	3
	

	7. Is the research methodology appropriate for the study?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	4
	

	8. Were ethical issues properly addressed (if applicable)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	2
Needs Improvement: ethical procedures are not documented in the manuscript, but human subjects were involved.
	

	9. Are the results presented clearly? 
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	      3
	

	10. Are tables and figures clear, relevant, and necessary?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable


	      2
Tables are used when it is relevant and necessary, but there are very few figures and opportunities for improvements in the formatting of data.
	

	11. Does the discussion relate findings to existing literature?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	       2
There is some extent of linking of findings with literature, but prior literature is not integrated and critically examined.
	

	12. Are the conclusions supported by the data?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	       4
	

	13. Are the limitations of the study discussed?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor N/A = Not Applicable
	       4
	

	14. Are the references relevant and sufficient (in number)?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	       2
References are suitable, but not adequate in terms of being current, comprehensive or strong enough for publication in an international environmental science journal.
	

	15. Is the manuscript written in clear and understandable language?
Rating Scale: 
5 = Excellent 4 = Good 3 = Satisfactory 2 = Needs Improvement 1 = Poor 
N/A = Not Applicable
	        4
	




PART 2.2 (Subjective Evaluation)

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES. The title is suitable and conveys the topic of the research. The authors might wish to consider a more specific title as 'Assessing the relationship of fuelwood consumption with perceived environmental degradation in Benue state, Nigeria' to capture the perception-based nature of the data collected.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
s
If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.

	YES. The abstract is thorough and serves as a summary of the study's objective, methods, study area, sample size, important results and conclusions. It effectively sets out the key factors in the use of fuelwood and the environmental effects of fuelwood use identified in the study. The abstract might be enhanced, however, with a short statement on the statistical significance of the results and a strong emphasis on how the study will contribute to environmental policy and sustainable energy management.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement
.
	The overall design, analysis and interpretation of the manuscript are scientifically correct. However, a greater degree of methodological transparency, literature coverage, and analysis would enhance its scientific contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 
(YES or NO)

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.

	No. Add to the reference list new (last 5-10 years) peer-reviewed journal articles from international environmental, energy and sustainability journals. Add more empirical research on fuelwood dependency, biomass energy transitions, deforestation, impacts on climate change and sustainable energy policies in Africa and other developing areas. This will make the manuscript more scientifically relevant and cover the literature.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
(YES or NO)

(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

	Yes. There is no explicit ethics statement in the manuscript although human participants are involved. The authors need to report on the ethical approval, informed consent procedure, confidentiality protection and measures for the protection of participants to ensure that the research has followed accepted ethical practice.
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