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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 (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.


	This manuscript offers a valuable empirical contribution to climate adaptation literature by documenting the real-world housing strategies employed in Ayetoro, a highly vulnerable coastal community in Nigeria. It bridges the gap between local adaptation practices and formal engineering recommendations by presenting both traditional and modern strategies used to mitigate the effects of climate change. The detailed statistical analysis, including effectiveness indices and hypothesis testing, enhances the study’s scientific rigor and supports evidence-based policymaking for resilient housing. Importantly, the insights are transferable to other coastal regions facing similar environmental threats, making the work broadly relevant to researchers, urban planners, and policymakers worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It clearly states the study’s geographic focus (Ayetoro Coastal Community, Ondo State, Nigeria), its scope (adaptation strategies for housing), and its empirical nature. No changes are necessary.


	

	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 is comprehensive and clearly presents the aim, study design, methods, key findings, and conclusions of the research. It effectively communicates the relevance of the study and its practical implications. No additions or deletions are required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript adheres to proper scientific research standards, including a well-structured methodology, clearly stated hypotheses, and the use of both descriptive and inferential statistics to support findings. The logical flow from problem identification to conclusion is commendable, and the study’s empirical nature reinforces its validity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive and includes a good number of recent sources from 2020 to 2023, including IPCC reports and relevant peer-reviewed literature. The citations support the manuscript’s context and findings well. No additional references are necessary.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English appropriate for academic publication. Minor grammatical improvements could be made during final editing, but overall, the language is suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper tackles a globally significant issue by focusing on the lived experiences of a vulnerable community and offering practical solutions to enhance housing resilience under climate change. Its integration of community knowledge with structural engineering insights makes it a strong candidate for publication. The methodological robustness, including hypothesis testing and effectiveness indexing, further elevates its academic contribution.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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