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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	1. The paper provides detailed description of methodology, which may foster replicability in other regions.
2. The study is logical and based on existing paradigms on urbanisation/urban renewal.

3. The outcome of the study reveals intrinsic impacts of urban renewal which cannot be seen by human eyes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Given the study intent of the researcher, it is important to situate the study. Enugu is either Enugu State or Enugu City. There is nothing like Enugu. Also given the fact that urban renewal is ongoing all over Enugu State, the title should reflect that only a sub-set of the urban renewal scope is captured by the study. Also, the survey was carried out with individuals participating as questionnaire respondents and focus group discussants. In no way were communities involved, except as study area/catchment areas.
Therefore, I suggest a modification of the paper title to read
‘Perceptions of urban renewal activities in selected parts of Enugu city, 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 comprehensive and quite detailed with statistical back-up. However, the abstract gave a different impression of the study, focused on housing development, while the crux of the research was urban renewal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes please. I commend the author particularly for a detailed description of how the population sample was determined.
However, contrary to the author’s opening statements in the methodology, the study is a mix of quantitative and qualitative research. Although the author stated that the questionnaire respondents were selected on the basis of expertise and experience, it was surprising to note that only a very minor segment of these respondents were older adults.  Also, I suggest that a proper map should be used to depict the study area, with suitable referencing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear very recent. However, there is no proper organisation of the references. They are mixed up. I suggest that more work should be done in this regard.
	

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


	There is very good use of the English language in the paper. It is also easily understood and the message is comprehensive.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research is interesting and intellectually sound, with very good use of the English language.
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