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	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 valuable insight into sedimentological processes in tropical tidal flats of West Africa, a region that remains underrepresented in sedimentary research. By integrating vertical and lateral sediment profiles, facies classification, and anthropogenic impact assessment, the study fills a notable knowledge gap and offers a useful reference for coastal sediment dynamics in tropical settings. The data presented can inform coastal management, habitat conservation, and future paleoenvironmental studies in similar estuarine systems globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the core scope and scientific content of the manuscript. It highlights key aspects such as litho-facies heterogeneity, sedimentological variability, and coastal dynamics, and clearly identifies the study area.
	

	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 is well written, comprehensive, and provides a concise overview of the objectives, methods, main findings, and implications of the study.

Minor suggestions:
· Consider shortening slightly to enhance focus (currently very dense).

· Add quantitative details (e.g., grain size range, number of facies identified).

· The final sentence could better emphasize practical relevance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology (core sampling, grain-size analysis, facies classification) is appropriate, robust, and well implemented. The interpretations of depositional environments are consistent with established sedimentological principles. The correlation between anthropogenic activities and facies variability is insightful.

Suggestion:
· Include a clearer explanation of how the litho-facies boundaries were determined statistically (e.g., thresholds for sorting, skewness).

· Explicit mention of limitations or potential sampling biases would strengthen the discussion.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript references a good mix of foundational and recent literature. It includes both regional studies and international comparisons.

Suggestions:
· A few recent articles from 2023–2024 were included, which is commendable.

· Consider citing more West African sedimentological works if available to enhance regional relevance.


	

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


	Yes, the English is suitable overall. The writing is academic and well structured.

Suggestions:
· Some sentences are long and may benefit from segmentation to enhance clarity.

· Consider light editing for conciseness, especially in the Discussion and Conclusion sections.


	

	Optional/General comments


	  Figures are relevant and well described; however, captions could be expanded for clarity.

  Consider adding a table summarizing litho-facies properties (e.g., grain size, sorting, environment).

  It may help to include a schematic model showing the depositional environments and sediment sources.
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