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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 manuscript provides an important contribution to the housing studies and urban planning literature by empirically assessing residents’ facilities satisfaction across public and private housing estates in Abuja, a fast-growing African capital. By integrating facility availability, functionality, satisfaction levels, and socio-economic determinants, the study offers evidence-based insights that are valuable for planners, policymakers, and housing developers seeking to improve residential environments.
	

	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 generally informative and provides a clear overview of the study’s aim, methods, major findings, and recommendations. It effectively identifies the study’s focus on facilities satisfaction in public and private housing estates and highlights key statistical outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates a clear research structure, appropriate use of established theoretical frameworks, and logical interpretation of findings.
While the sampling technique is described, more justification could be provided for the representativeness of the selected estates and the implications of using simple random sampling for estate selection rather than stratified or purposive approaches.

The manuscript could elaborate more on how the satisfaction scales were constructed, as this would enhance methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Includes recent studies (2020–2023) on housing satisfaction, quality of life, liveability, and facility-related determinants.

Covers both Nigerian and international contexts, providing good comparative grounding.

Incorporates theoretical and empirical studies across several decades, which is appropriate for a conceptually rich topic like residential satisfaction.
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The literature review, although comprehensive, is excessively descriptive and does not critically engage with gaps or contradictions in prior research.
While the results are presented clearly, the discussion section does not sufficiently link findings back to theory or provide deeper analytical insight.

The paper lacks a dedicated limitations section, making the study appear stronger than it is without acknowledging constraints.
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