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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 addresses a critical issue regarding the sustainability of urban water supply due to human encroachment in water catchment areas, particularly in the Eastern Flank of Mount Cameroon. Given the increasing anthropogenic pressures on water resources globally, the study contributes significantly to the scientific discourse on sustainable water management and conservation strategies. The research integrates quantitative and qualitative methods, enhancing its scientific rigor and practical applicability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. However, a more concise alternative could be: Human Encroachment and Urban Water Supply Sustainability in the Eastern Flank of Mount Cameroon.

	

	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 provides a clear summary of the research objectives, methods, findings, and recommendations.

· However, it could benefit from a clearer statement of the main conclusion and policy implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The study is well-structured and scientifically sound.

· The methodology is appropriate, employing a mix of satellite imagery analysis, household surveys, and statistical analysis.

· The article mentions the use of remote sensing images from the years 1993, 2010, and 2023 but does not specify the source of the imagery or the spatial resolution. Additionally, it lacks details on influencing factors such as cloud cover, precipitation, and radiation. It is necessary to explicitly state the image IDs and the exact acquisition dates of the images, whether they were captured on a single day or over multiple days. In cases where multiple scenes from the same year are used, the GIS-based processing techniques should be described to address issues such as data consistency, cloud removal, radiometric correction, and mosaicking.
· However, a more detailed explanation of data validation and potential biases in questionnaire responses would strengthen the methodology section.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The number of references is too limited for a full research paper (typically around 30 references). Suggested more references on recent advancements in remote sensing for water resource management may add depth to the study.


	

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


	· The manuscript is generally well-written with clear articulation of concepts.

However, minor grammatical and typographical errors were noted . A thorough proofreading is recommended to ensure clarity and professionalism

Ex1., “bot” instead of “both” in the Methods section). 
Ex2. 193-2023 in table 2
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The discussion section should further explore the socio-economic implications of water scarcity and potential conflicts arising from competition over water resources.

· More emphasis on policy recommendations and their feasibility in the local context would strengthen the conclusion.

· Figures and tables should be checked for clarity and consistency in formatting. Some labels on maps and graphs appear unclear.
The manuscript is well-structured, relevant, and scientifically sound. Minor revisions are needed to improve language clarity, reference updates, and methodological explanations. Once these issues are addressed, the paper is suitable for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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