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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 provides empirical insights into the complex relationship between flood awareness and the actual impact of flooding in Southern Nigeria, a region increasingly vulnerable to climate-induced disasters. By combining quantitative analysis with localized data, it contributes valuable evidence to the global discourse on disaster risk reduction and public resilience. The study’s findings underscore the critical role of targeted awareness campaigns, household preparedness, and infrastructural adaptation in mitigating flood-related risks. As such, it offers a replicable framework and actionable recommendations that can inform policy, disaster planning, and future research in similarly vulnerable regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	This manuscript makes a timely and valuable contribution to disaster risk research by providing empirical data on flood awareness and its associated impacts in a highly vulnerable region of Nigeria. The use of a robust quantitative approach, supported by clear statistical analysis and a high Cronbach’s alpha, strengthens the reliability of the findings. Its integration of current literature, context-specific insights, and actionable recommendations enhances its relevance to both academic and policy audiences. The study fills a notable gap by simultaneously exploring awareness and impact, offering a more holistic view of community preparedness and resilience to climate-induced flooding.
	

	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 offers a strong and structured overview of the study, clearly outlining the background, research aim, methodology, and key findings. It effectively highlights the relevance of flood awareness in Southern Nigeria and the use of quantitative methods strengthens its scientific credibility. The inclusion of correlation results demonstrates analytical rigor, and the abstract successfully communicates the study’s contributions to disaster risk reduction and public resilience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. It follows a clear research framework grounded in the positivist paradigm, employs a valid quantitative approach with a high internal consistency score (Cronbach’s alpha = 0.859), and utilizes appropriate statistical tools (descriptive statistics and Pearson correlation) to test its hypotheses. The interpretations of results are well-aligned with the data, and the discussion is supported by recent literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are largely sufficient and reasonably recent, with a strong inclusion of literature from 2021 to 2025, ensuring the study is grounded in current discourse. The authors have cited peer-reviewed journals, institutional reports (e.g., NEMA, NIHSA), and credible academic sources relevant to flood risk, disaster awareness, climate vulnerability, and Nigerian contexts.
	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates commendable use of academic English, with generally clear sentence structure, appropriate terminology, and logical organization throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses a pressing environmental and public health concern with strong methodological rigor and contextual relevance. The integration of statistical analysis, regional data, and policy-relevant recommendations makes it a valuable contribution to both academic literature and practical disaster management discourse. With minor revisions to enhance clarity and narrative flow, this paper holds significant potential for publication and policy impact. The authors are encouraged to continue this line of research, potentially expanding the sample size or exploring longitudinal patterns in future studies.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Bright Ojo, University of Arkansas, USA

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

