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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.

	The research work had presented sufficient information regarding distribution of petroleum products. It portrays a model for a growing petroleum distribution organizations. It unfolds the means for a sustainable distribution system in a populous country likeNigeria.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes. It absolutely suitable for publication
	

	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 conceptualization of  the abstract writing is very profound with the inclusion of diverse result data.
It is indeed comprehensive enough and equally meets research article standard.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically appropriate with minor adjustment.
The author(s) should replace the word “NOMENCLATURE” with “GLOSSARY” and the entire section has to form part of the “INTRODUCTION” for easier accessibility.
The “INTRODUCTION”  should include a quick description of other sections of the research paperwork (viz-a-viz section 2……, section 3 …….., …….and so on) at the emd of its section.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are NOT sufficient enough. The author(s) should include more RECENT references to this section. At the moment, the most recent references listed was cited in 20212 which is about 13 years backward.
	

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

	The quality of English language of  this article is suitable for scholarly communication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 details)
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