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Reviewer’s comment 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. Why do you like (or 
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it addresses a critical issue 
regarding fire and explosion risks in petroleum handling facilities, particularly in the oil-
rich Niger Delta region of Nigeria. The study focuses on the influence of geographical 
location on safety compliance and risk levels, providing valuable insights for regulatory 
agencies and facility operators.  
 

 

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

 

Title is Ok  

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. 

 

Yes but it can be worded in a more concrete manner, clearly indicating the 
implications of the study  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific 
correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this 
manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A 
minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part. 
 

It seems to be scientifically correct as it uses qualitative research framework 
along with statistical tools and a good sample size 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in 
the review form. 
 

More references are required to be added, also the recent references are required  
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Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 

 

 
It is ok but can be refined 
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