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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides empirical insights into the condition and adequacy of basic housing infrastructure in rapidly urbanizing regions of Nigeria, with a focus on Sokoto Metropolis. By linking local infrastructure challenges to the global framework of Sustainable Development Goal 11, the study contributes to the broader discourse on sustainable urban development in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 clear and informative, but it is quite dense and lengthy. A more concise version could improve readability.

· The first sentence is generic (“The functionality of infrastructure is determined by its condition, adequacy, and efficiency…”). Starting with the specific context of Sokoto Metropolis may grab attention more effectively.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The study enriches comparative urban studies by providing a contextual case from sub-Saharan Africa, a region often underrepresented in infrastructure sustainability research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Agboola, O. P., Ojobo, H., & Aliyev, A. (2023c). Ameliorating climate change impacts

on the built environment. Civ. Eng. Archit, 11(3), 1324-1336.

https://www.hrpub.org/journals/article_info.php?aid=13023. 
· Agboola, O. P., Zakka, S. D., & Olatunji, S. A. (2024). Experts profiling on a healthier

built environment: Lowering the threat of climate change. International Journal of Human

Capital in Urban Management, 9(1). DOI: 10.22034/IJHCUM.2024.01.04
· Agboola, O. P., Zakka, S. D., & Zango, M. S. (2015). Towards Sustaınabılıty of Open Space’s Plannıng And Management In Nıgerıa: The Role Of Scıence And Technology. Jurnal Teknologi, 77(14). DOI: https://doi.org/10.11113/jt.v77.6446 

These suggested publications provide contributions in areas of climate change and built environment adaptations, whıch involve strategies and actions to adjust systems and practices to minimise the negative effects of climate change in Nigeria.
	

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


	The manuscript needs editing to correct some grammatical errors. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Research Gap and Rationale

· The study states the importance of infrastructure to sustainability and SDG 11 but does not explicitly identify the research gap. For instance: Why is Sokoto Metropolis chosen? What is unique about this case compared to other Nigerian or African cities?
· The rationale could be strengthened by highlighting the practical urgency of the study (e.g., rapid urbanisation trends in Northern Nigeria and their implications for housing infrastructure).

2. Methodology

· The methodology is well-detailed (sampling strategy, data type, analysis methods). However, including too much technical detail (e.g., household population, invalid questionnaires) may overwhelm readers in the abstract. Instead, these could be reserved for the methodology section of the paper.

· The use of both primary and secondary data is commendable, but the role of the secondary data (from the Sokoto State Primary Health Care Development Agency) is unclear. Was it used for triangulation, comparison, or validation?

3. Results and Contribution

· The results are summarised (infrastructure generally poor; waste management most urgent), but they could be better quantified. For example, reporting percentages, RII values, or ranking order (e.g., “waste management ranked first, followed by drainage and street lighting”) would add precision.

· The study’s contribution is framed as a recommendation for government alignment with the UN 2030 Agenda, but this is somewhat generic. A stronger contribution would highlight specific policy or planning innovations that could be derived from the findings.

4. Language and Flow

· Phrases like “This reflects broader infrastructure gaps likely caused by insufficient facilities, weak policy enforcement, and rapid urbanization” are more interpretive. While useful, they may be better suited to the discussion rather than the abstract.

· The flow could be improved by dividing the abstract into four balanced segments: Background, Methods, Results, Implications. Currently, the methods section dominates the narrative.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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