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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 contribution to the literature on climate change adaptation by providing context-specific insights into how a vulnerable coastal community in Nigeria responds to climate-induced housing challenges. It bridges a gap in empirical research by focusing on indigenous and community-led adaptation strategies, which are often underrepresented in global climate discourse. Besides, the use of a mixed-methods approach and inferential statistics lends robustness to the findings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, although it can be improved for clarity.

"Adaptation strategies for climate-resilient Housing in Ayetoro coastal community, Nigeria: An empirical study"
	

	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 covers the key components — aim, methodology, findings, and conclusion — but has some redundancy and could be better structured for clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with clear and logical structure, thorough data analysis, and supported conclusions.
However, some improvements can be done:

·  Relative Effectiveness Index (REI) was calculated—include the equation or a brief explanation in the methods section.

·  Consider linking findings more explicitly to the hypotheses throughout the discussion.


	

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

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


	The language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript demonstrates a solid command of academic English, with clear articulation of ideas, appropriate technical vocabulary, and logical flow.

However, there are some areas where the language could be improved for greater clarity, conciseness, and readability. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-executed study that makes an important contribution to the literature on climate resilience in coastal communities.

The combination of quantitative and qualitative data is a strength and adds depth to the analysis.
Consider adding a brief limitations section to acknowledge scope constraints
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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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