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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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by providing empirical evidence on the determinants of residents’ facilities satisfaction in both public and private housing estates-an under-researched yet critical area in urban and housing studies. By integrating facility-level assessments with broader measures of housing satisfaction, the study advances theoretical and practical understanding of how built-environment attributes influence overall residential well-being.
The findings also bridge gaps in existing literature from developing-country contexts, offering robust quantitative data that can inform housing policies, planning standards, and the development of more sustainable residential environments. Moreover, the methodological rigor-particularly the use of correlation and ordinal logistic regression-provides a replicable analytical framework for future research in urban livability and housing quality.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable, because it directly reflects the core elements of the study-residents’ satisfaction, facilities, and the comparative focus on public vs. private housing estates in Abuja. It is accurate and descriptive.
However, the title is a bit long and could be made more concise, impactful, and aligned with international journal standards. A clearer, more scholarly phrasing can improve readability and citation potential.
	

	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 informative and presents the main purpose, methodology, key findings, and recommendations.
However, it is not fully comprehensive according to international journal standards. Some elements are missing, while others are too general. The abstract can be strengthened for clarity, structure, and scientific impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, yes - the manuscript is scientifically correct, and its methodology, data analysis, and interpretation are consistent with accepted standards in housing and urban studies. The study uses an appropriate sample size, a clear sampling strategy, and valid quantitative methods such as descriptive statistics, Pearson correlation, and ordinal logistic regression. The statistical findings are logically interpreted, and the conclusions are supported by the empirical evidence presented. The manuscript also aligns well with established theories of residential satisfaction and integrates relevant literature effectively.
However, a few areas could be strengthened to improve scientific robustness, such as clarifying the phrasing of research objectives, providing deeper justification for certain methodological choices, and tightening the discussion to reduce repetition. These refinements would not change the accuracy of the study but would enhance its clarity and academic impact.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references are sufficient, relevant, and include a solid combination of classical theoretical works and recent empirical studies. The manuscript cites foundational authors in residential satisfaction theory (Rossi, Morris & Winter, Galster) as well as more contemporary studies published between 2015-2023, which strengthens the scientific grounding of the paper. The presence of recent works (e.g., Kabisch et al., 2021; Byun & Ha, 2016; Lin & Li, 2017) demonstrates adequate awareness of current academic discussions in housing studies.
However, the reference list can be further strengthened by adding more recent scholarship from the last 3-4 years (2020-2024), particularly in the areas of facility management, housing quality, urban livability, and satisfaction metrics. These additions would enhance the manuscript’s contemporary relevance and demonstrate engagement with the latest international findings.
	

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


	Overall, the English language quality of the manuscript is understandable and generally suitable for scholarly communication, as the key arguments, methodology, and findings are clearly conveyed. The manuscript uses appropriate academic terminology related to housing studies, urban planning, and quantitative research. The structure of the paper is coherent, and the narrative flows logically from introduction to conclusion.
However, the manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing to enhance clarity, precision, and readability. Some sentences are overly long, contain repetitive phrasing, or include minor grammatical inconsistencies that could be improved for smoother scholarly expression. Additionally, transitions between ideas can be refined to increase the analytical sharpness of the discussion.

A professional language edit or a light proofreading pass would strengthen the overall presentation and ensure the manuscript fully meets international journal standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely topic by examining facilities satisfaction across public and private housing estates in Abuja, and it makes a valuable contribution to housing studies in the context of developing countries. The research design is clearly structured, and the use of quantitative methods-including correlation and ordinal logistic regression-adds analytical strength to the findings. The comparison between public and private estates is insightful and highlights meaningful differences that have policy relevance.
To further improve the manuscript, several areas could benefit from refinement. Strengthening the clarity of research objectives, reducing some repetitive sections, and enhancing the coherence of certain paragraphs would improve readability. The discussion section could also be expanded to more explicitly link findings to existing international literature and broader theoretical implications. Finally, a thorough language and formatting review would enhance the overall presentation and help the manuscript meet high scholarly standards.

Overall, the paper is well-motivated, methodologically sound, and capable of contributing meaningfully to the literature once minor revisions are addressed.
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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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