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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 article addresses very important issue on student accommodation in campus, it is specifically important to business individual who operate student resident and university administrations who may use the findings to enhance the student’s campus experience. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic, “A Survey on Student Preferences for On- Campus Hostel Accommodation at Kogi State University, Kabba, Kogi State Nigeria” is suitable but may sound better if rewarded as “Student Preferences for On-Campus Hostel Accommodation at Kogi State University, Kabba, 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 well written, almost all the elements have been included. However, it would be better if the author describes the problem before the aim of the study. The author should also consider adding research recommendations to effectively summarize the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically written. However, in the sampling technique the author mentioned using purposive sampling and explain that participant had an equal probability. This is not clear as purposive is discriminatory and usually participants do not have equal chance. It is therefore, important for the author to clarify how purposive sampling was employed and if the selection of students was also purposive. 
In 2.1 the researcher mentioned that there are approximately 1200 students. However, while presenting return response rate result, they mentioned 1000 questionnaire be administered does it mean there was a sample size determination. It is necessary for the author to clarify this. 

The findings are well presented. However, most of them lack interpretation, it is advisable to interpret the result before discussion.  


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the introduction part is well cited in APA, the citation in the discussion seems not to follow APA format and not consistent. For example, The high response is similar to that achieved in Malaysia 265 (92.59%) by Nimrod Siluyel (12) and (91.79%) Khozaei (4) but lower to that recorded 266 in Johannesburg (50.8%) by Ijasan and Ahmed (21), the author needs to mention the dates of publication and there are many like this in the findings. 
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper is well written and has great potential 
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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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