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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.


	The study fills a critical literature gap by mapping the multidimensional vulnerability of Nigeria's blue economy to climate change, particularly in the fisheries, offshore energy, and maritime transport sectors. Thus, it becomes a scientific reference that reveals the paradox of Nigeria's dependence on the offshore oil industry which actually worsens the climate vulnerability of its marine sector (oil-climate vulnerability nexus).


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Highly suitable
	

	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.


	Add:

1. The abstract only mentions industries like seafood processing and marine biotechnology without highlighting Nigeria's dominant sectors (offshore oil, fisheries) which account for >60% of maritime GDP. (can be added for comprehensiveness).

2. The claim "aligns with international aspirations" does not mention which SDGs (e.g., SDG 14). (can be added for comprehensiveness).

1. Add operationally to Phrases such as "determined government action" and "wise resource distribution" that indicate non-operational.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This does not include the following:
There are significant limitations in the lack of methodology depth, critical analytical depth, data specificity, and analysis of implementation challenges. Thus, this article is more like conducting  a policy brief on structured policy than a rigorous academic review. Our recommendations are as follows:

1. Improvements in methodology related to the details of the literature review process (especially with the database of sources, types of studies, search keywords, time ranges, and inclusion or exclusion criteria).

2. Specific improvements to concrete data, examples, and case studies where possible, as well as quantification of impacts and proposed solutions.

3. In-depth improvements to the analysis related to the critical evaluation of the cited evidence, discussing the limitations of current knowledge or policies, explicitly identifying research gaps, and analyzing the dimensions of socio-economic equity and the challenges of the fossil fuel transition.

4. Improvements in strengthening Policy Discussions, how this discussion does not just list institutions/laws to analyze their effectiveness but goes beyond outcomes, coordination challenges, law enforcement issues, and resource constraints.

5. Improvements in sharpening aspects of the Review, where systematically compare findings from various sources, highlight debates or uncertainties in this area, and offer a more critical synthesis.
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	Improvements in References: Make sure all citations in the text have appropriate references in the list. Prioritize peer-reviewed academic sources for core arguments. Fix access dates. 
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