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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 authors examined hazard patterns, urban exposure, socio-economic factors, and governance frameworks using data on seismic vulnerability in Nigeria (1990–2025), and found that, although seismic events are infrequent, Nigeria faces significant seismic risk due to compounded vulnerabilities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does not clearly capture the method and finding. I suggest revising it to accurately reflect the content of the work.
	

	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 should be optimized by (i) shortening generic knowledge, (ii) including quantitative findings, and (iii) replacing the unnecessary information with more relevant details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper focuses heavily on reproducing outputs and tabulated results rather than providing insights into the mechanisms of advanced Earthquake Vulnerability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	A large number of references are included. I suggest removing irrelevant ones and adding more recent, related references.
	

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


	Language and Technical Writing Issues. The writing is often repetitive and lacks clarity in some technical explanations. Tables are poorly formatted and difficult to interpret.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There are several phrases without citations (backups/validations). This should be corrected.

The presentation of ideas while valuable, was rough. There is need for a better structuring, flow, and connection of ideas. Kindly present the ideas better.

Details about the study region and data-source should be included.

Based on the findings and limitations of this study, kindly provide some recommendations and perspectives for future studies. What aspects should future studies consider?

Inadequate Validation

No proper cross-validation, sensitivity analysis, or feature importance analysis is included.

Language and Technical Writing Issues.

The writing is often repetitive and lacks clarity in some technical explanations.

Tables are poorly formatted and difficult to interpret.

Lack of Theoretical Rigor.

After following the suggestions above, kindly proofread the entire manuscript carefully and correct all errors.
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