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	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.
	As more and more developments are being done in areas that has sloping topography to address housing and other developmental needs. It is critical that we explore the best ways to implement our designs sustainably. The knowledge to be had from research into this area is critical to developing best practice solutions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title needs to be reworked to consider the application of residential case studies. In the manuscript the author focused on 6 cases, 3 were residential, however, the title specifically mentioned university campuses.
	

	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, though comprehensive, was too long and could benefit from a review. It should be no longer than 300 words. Further, it lacks specificity when discussing the methodology and results. It needs to outline any new knowledge, which is not evident from the read. The abstract reads similar to a literature review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Considering the requirements of the JERR, the manuscript is lacking in the fulfilment of the journal requirements. The method indicated purposive selection of cases, however, a clear criterion for the choice was not provided.
The author needed to indicate why the cases were chosen, which is something expected based on the journal. The methodology seems arbitrary and not scientific. A key requirement is that the experiment or research should be able to be reproduced, this is not so from the manuscript submitted.
The manuscript indicated that the 6 case studies were compared using a matrix. The author needs to provide a systematic description of the matrix and share the same. In addition, a clear coding procedure is missing as well as validity checks. The author shared that they utilized morphological evaluation, ecological performance evaluation, and spatial mapping to clarify important design features, however, no description of how they were used was recorded, there were no GIS maps, nor was how spatial mapping was integrated, whether by sketches etc. Key metrics and parameters to allow for the reproduction of the research are missing and as such would like meet the eligibility requirements of JERR. Slope gradients, stabilization methods, drainage capacity are a few parameters that would enhance the research. Engineering applicability is lacking, not properly taken photographs does not provide enough information to allow for replication, presenting more as theory and not much practicability.

The manuscript exceeds the word length for JERR. That should be reviewed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references were current, some were irrelevant to the research, others didn’t have a DOI. There were quite a bit of conference proceedings and non-peer review documents. Needs to review the citations to ensure proper application.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript has several grammatical issues and could benefit from a full proofread to align seamlessly with JERR requirements.
	

	Optional/General comments
	It is recommended that the author performs a full review of the guidelines for this journal to ensure that the manuscript conforms to the requirements.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
There are no major ethical issues. The author needs to ensure they have rights to the photos.
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