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	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.


	This manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by presenting empirical evidence regarding the environmental issues caused by climate change in Yobe State, Nigeria. By merging quantitative analysis of climate data with resilience frameworks, it emphasizes the gravity of temperature irregularities, fluctuations in rainfall, and trends of desertification that jeopardize agriculture and biodiversity in the area. The research's use of the Climate Resilience Framework (CRF) and Rainfall Anomaly Index (RAI) strengthens its methodological robustness, rendering it important for policymakers, environmental researchers, and community stakeholders aiming for sustainable mitigation and adaptation approaches. Moreover, the study highlights the connection between human actions and climate change, stressing the critical necessity for localized measures to safeguard both economies and ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of this article is suitable.
	

	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, the abstract is quite comprehensive, but there are a few areas where it can be improved for clarity, coherence, and completeness. Below are my suggestions for Additions:
1. Explicit Objective & Data Collection Details:
The abstract must start with a definitive objective statement, for example: “This research examines methods for enhancing environmental resilience to climate change in Yobe State, Nigeria, concentrating on both mitigation and adaptation strategies.” Moreover, although it refers to both quantitative and qualitative approaches, it fails to provide specifics on data sources, sample size, or essential indicators. A concise description of data collection methods (such as meteorological data, household surveys, and government reports) would strengthen credibility.
2. Time Frame Clarification & CRF Implementation:
The research duration spans from January 2024 to January 2025, yet the results pertain to rainfall variability observed between 1984 and 1993. It would be beneficial to explain how historical data were examined in conjunction with recent discoveries. Additionally, although the Climate Resilience Framework (CRF) is referenced, there is no description of how it is applied. A statement about how it combines mitigation and adaptation or its anticipated effects on policy and local communities would enhance understanding.
Suggestions for Deletions or Refinements:

1. Avoid Repetition of Terms

2. Grammar & Structure Adjustments

3. Policy & Practical Applications


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Your manuscript is scientifically structured and logically sounds.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of the references are recent; nonetheless, a few are outdated and might be deemed unacceptable. Make sure that all references are from the past 5 to 10 years. Furthermore, verify the second reference since the year of publication is absent following the author's name. Kindly implement the required adjustments.
	

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


	Yes the language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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