Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Environment & Ecology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEE_135778

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	COMMUNITY PERCEPTIONS OF URBAN RENEWAL PROJECTS IN ENUGU NIGERIA

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This research is timely and of importance considering the rate of  infrastructural development especially in a developing country like Nigeria.  It also goes a long way in making government officials know how residents feel about the urban renewal project this will serve as a guide to make them know what they are doing right and what are the pressing issues of residents of the state. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is, considering the fact that it captures what the research is about . 
	

	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.


	It is, but  kindly include a suitable theory that is applicable to the work in ur abstract.

Secondly,  considering the fact that this is an academic publication, instead of using the word “highlight” kindly use “ the study recommends” .
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes it is, considering the fact that the study adopt scientifical method to conduct the research. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference are sufficient and recent but kindly include footnotes at the end of each page.
	

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


	Yes it is. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is good and timely but the researcher can incorporate a theory that best fits the work, more empirical reviews related to the work should be provided especially in the literature review; it should contain author’s name, year of publication, title of the work, methodology, findings and recommendations if any, I commend the fact that in the discussion of findings there were some empirical studies let it kindly reflect in the literature review containing the details listed above. Kindly include findings from the FGD. It should reflect in the work and be stated in you abstract. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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