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Reviewer's comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

This is an important topic to achieve sustainable economic development of Nigeria.
Author has included various facets of building collapase, which has created a
negative impact on building residential apartments to ensure sustainable
development of Nigeria's socio-economic scenario.

Even though the manuscript has included relevant sub sections to cover various
technical and economic factors, to arrest building collapse the structuring of the
manuscript limited the importance of the topic due to number of language based
errors. Many jumbled up complex and compound sentences have downgraded the
guality of the manuscript and inadvertently projected wrong conclusions. | found it
very difficult to decipher number of sentences in “Abstract and Introduction”.

Since survey schedule has been taken from published literature number of errors
came down. Author seems to have no clear idea about plagiarism. He failed to insert
at appropriate places important references, there by ignoring the contributions made
by previous researchers.

In spite of these lapses the outcome of the organised survey has yielded good
results, which can be utilised by government and non government sake holders to
use in arresting building damages, mainly due to absence of strong building codes.

After inserting relevant points and suggestions made by me the manuscript may be
cleared for publication.

The manuscript has been modfified

Minor REVISION comments

Corrections made by me to enhance quality of the manuscript need to be properly inserted
at appropriate places.

Former colleagues and members of survey group should be thanked for their valuable
contributions.

Optional/General comments

See the above
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