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	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.


	The importance includes:  identification of potential flood hazards, evaluating vulnerability, and determining the potential impacts of flooding.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I suggest Flood risk assessment instead of flood hazard risk assessment.
	

	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 results of the research should be included at the later part of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are not recent and are insufficient for this research work. More recent citations should be used.
	

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


	The English is okay.
	

	Optional/General comments


	There should be a drainage map showing the stream network of the study area.

If weighted overlay was used in the flood hazard mapping, the percentage of weights should not exceed 100% according to Table 2: Flood hazard factors in Calabar South.  It is wrong for the weight to exceed 100%.

According to table 4: the weighted percentage equals 100% which is correct.

The year of the Landsat imagery used and the spatial resolution were not mentioned.

The source of the Digital Elevation Model (DEM) used not mentioned.

The spatial resolutions of the Landsat imagery and DEM are supposed to be the same and also in the same coordinate system.

The references are not recent and are insufficient for this research work. More recent citations should be used.
The percent weight of the flood hazard criteria should equal 100%

The flood hazard map should clearly show the boundary of the Calabar river.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

Yes. There should be a comprehensive detail of the sources of data.
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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