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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.


	This manuscript states the significance of integrating cultural heritage into contemporary architecture and outlines the study’s case study approach, covering Enugu, Kano and Lagos. The findings are well structured, discussing positive contributions of traditional architecture and the challenges posed by urbanization and modernization.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Get rid of the impact, the title should be Cultural Heritage in Contemporary Nigerian Architecture: Case Study: Enugu, Kano and Lagos
	

	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 could be improved by explicitly mentioning the research gap that this study aims to fill. Additionally, while the implications for policy, education and community engagement are mentioned, there is a need to highlight how these findings contribute to the broader academic discourse.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Highlight the unique contribution to architectural discourse
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many resources are outdated, particularly those discussing policies and trends in modern architecture. Replace outdated references with more recent journals articles. Prioritize peer-reviewed journal articles over book source for credibility.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Purposive sampling limitations: the article does not discusses potential biases. Addressing how researcher subjectivity was minimized would strengthen credibility. No justification for sample size: The study analyses only six buildings, but there’s no discussion on why this sample size is adequate for generalization.
The conclusion includes element of discussion, which should be avoided. The conclusion should focus solely on the research objectives and whether they were met. Additionally, implications for future research are not discussed. What is the next stop for scholars and practitioners in this field?

Suggested Improvement: Ensure that only the summary findings is presented. Move additional discussion points to the discussion section. Include a short section on future research directions (e.g., the role of digital technology in preserving architectural heritage).

Based on the review, this article requires revisions before publication. The research is well-structured, provides valuable insights, ad contributes meaningfully to the field of architecture. However, the following revisions are necessary:

1.
Strengthen the introduction with the cleared research gap.

2.
Justify methodology choices, particularly sample size and potential biases.

3.
Discuss counterarguments to the preservation of traditional architecture.
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	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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