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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

The introduction contains and important and sensitive information but 
lacks proper referencing, the author should provide the references to 
all the cited statements for easy reproducibility. 
 
Last paragraph  LINE 97-100; reference 
Line  131-132: reference 
LINE 155: Reference also 
In fact almost all the “attributes of innovations” requires suitable 
referencing. 
 
LINE 185: the word “overcome” should  be “overcomed” 
 
Reference : adoption category, and if its the same with “figure 2” it 
should be stated again 
 
SOURCE for Table 1  
 
COMMA; between the word “market” and “the govt” 
 
REFERENCE; last paraghraph on the section 5.3. as the info is highly 
sensitive and significant 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The first statement from the abstract lacks good punctuation, it will be great if 
the author will effect the punctuations well. 
 
LINE 50 the word “reduce” should be past tense ‘reduced” 
 
Figure 5 is obviously outdated, i.e 2007, If there is possibility, the author 
should provide the recent publication on Nigeria’s oil production and 
consumption up to date. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Though optional, I believe it will be better if the author will reconsider putting 
the figures immediately after their respective literature discussion 
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