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	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.


	The research centred on youths’ actions, meaning that it is anchoring on the roles of youth in climate mitigation and adaption being that the young people constitutes the greater percentage of the global community. For comprehending youth's action in climate change adaptation and mitigation is not just a research imperative it is a pathway to building a more inclusive, innovative, and resilient future.  Additionally, most often the class of the youth is creative and so much in love with technology. These make the key stakeholders in climate change. Similarly, youth plays a significant role in mobilizing communities, creating awareness, and advocating for climate action. These help keep the communities informed on the climate issues and provides a path of preaching climate change mitigation and adaptation sustainability concepts to meet SDGs. Understanding the activities of the youth who also could be vulnerable to climate through their youthful restiveness/actions and adaptation to the climate is important for the scientific community. It keys into the slogan that says “catch them young”.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The tittle is suitable but I suggest a little adjustment to; Understanding youth’s action in Mitigation and Adaptation to Climate Change. 
Reason:

· I’m not in support of using the caption Adaptation-Mitigation; using hyphen to talk on the two phenomenal key words which matter in climate change

· The Author(s) beautifully captioned the differences in the use and application of the mitigation and adaptation in the last sentence of the Introduction. Therefore, why not anchor the work on both the mitigation which of course come first (preventive/reduce) impacts then the adaptation which we ought to do with it for climate would continue to occur.
	

	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 good but it failed to capture adequately the methods used for the study especially the sources of data and statistical analysis. 
The abstract also failed to capture the statistical analyses value obtained showing the significant levels. Values of the results of the study should be captured in the abstract for holistic representation of the findings of the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct. The use of Binary logistic regression as a statistical method to predict a binary outcome based on one or more predictor values is commendable. Also one of the findings shows that increasing climate awareness among youths can increase the individuals choosing to adopt any adaptation and the mitigation strategy which agrees with the objectives. 
However, the Reviewer made the following observations:
· Your objectives should address adaption mitigation as mitigation and adaptation, though similar but differ in some aspects.

· Your section 2 should be methods or methodology and not Data Sources & Methodology, where you are going to start with the study area to show the geographical aspect of the research.

· Sources of data should form the sub topic of the Methodology.
· The next section (3) should be Result and Discussion. Note that your analysis form part of result and discussion

· Separate discussion and conclusion

· The study failed to make comparison of the findings with that of others researchers who had carried out similar studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent but to me 12 references for climate change research is not sufficient, giving the plethora of articles, reports and papers on climate change. This shows that the study failed to make comparison of the findings with that of others researchers who had carried similar studies as earlier pointed out.
	

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


	Very suitable
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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