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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 is timely especially at a time when there is global concern about global warming and climate change. It enlightens the scientific community about the temperature trends and change point in Yenagoa, an important coastal city in Nigeria prone to sea level rise due to warming and its low-lying level above sea level.
	

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

	I think the topic has to do more with variability than change. Thus it could read “Climate Variability in Temperature Trends and Change Point in Yenagoa, Nigeria”.
	

	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 straightforward. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically apt.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but many of the references are not so recent especially those cited for empirical works. Those references ought not to be more than 5 years old from the year of publication.
	

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

	The quality of English is okay. Although, there is a place under the methodology where it was written “doesn’t” instead of “does not”. In formal papers like this, all words should be written in full to fit the context of formal communication. Otherwise, the English was well communicated.
	

	Optional/General comments

	For the population of Bayelsa (1.7 million) based on NPC, 2006, kindly consider using recent NPC of NBS estimates since 2006 to 2025 is almost two decades. That figure is not a representation of the current Bayelsa population. You can also consider adding up recent literature and citations to your work. Well done!
	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No
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