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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 (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 is highly valuable not only to the scientific community but also to decision-makers and emergency management professionals. It contributes to the understanding of public awareness regarding impending flood disasters and provides insights that can support the development of more effective flood mitigation strategies and preparedness plans for at-risk communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title could be improved to more accurately reflect the geographical focus of the study. I suggest revising the title to:
"Assessment of Flood Awareness and Impact in Three Southern Nigerian States"
This revised title better communicates the study's regional scope and aligning better with the content and data presented in the manuscript.
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is well-written and clear. However, for a scientific publication, I recommend removing the bold sub-headings (e.g., Background, Research Aim, Methodology, Result) within the abstract. The abstract should be presented as a single, cohesive paragraph to maintain standard academic formatting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, and the methodology is clearly described and appropriately applied.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, current, and relevant to the topic. No additional references are necessary at this time.
	

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

	Yes, the language is clear, well-structured, and appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-written and scientifically robust, offering valuable insights that can enhance emergency preparedness and response in the region. However, the sample size appears relatively small when compared to the spatial coverage and population of the entire southern Nigeria region. It is recommended that the author either increase the sample size or narrow the focus of the study to the three states from which responses were obtained. Additionally, providing more detailed information on historical flood events in these states would strengthen the contextual background and relevance of the study.
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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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