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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION comments


	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides a detailed spatial analysis of gully erosion—a critical environmental and infrastructural issue—in Kaduna South, Nigeria. By assessing both planned and unplanned areas, it highlights how socio-economic and geographical factors influence gully formation and progression, a topic of interest for urban planners, environmental scientists, and policymakers alike. The study's integration of GPS data, GIS mapping, and community-driven mitigation efforts contributes valuable insights into erosion patterns, offering a foundation for more effective urban planning and targeted erosion control strategies. Its practical recommendations for government action and community education are particularly relevant, suggesting avenues for applied research and real-world impact.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Analysis of Gully Development in Kaduna South Local Government Area of Kaduna State, Nigeria," is suitable as it accurately reflects the study's focus on gully erosion patterns and locations within a specific area. However, a slightly refined title could emphasize the methods and objectives, giving readers a clearer idea of the study's analytical scope and approach.
Suggested alternative title:
"Spatial Analysis of Gully Erosion Patterns and Community Impact in Kaduna South, Kaduna State, Nigeria"
This alternative highlights the spatial focus and community impact, aligning closely with the manuscript's content.


	

	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 comprehensive, providing a clear overview of the study's objectives, methods, findings, and recommendations. It covers key details about the research area, data collection methods, gully distribution and progression, and community mitigation efforts. However, there are a few areas where clarity could be enhanced and minor additions could improve focus:
Suggested additions:

1. A brief sentence at the beginning that states the main objective, such as understanding spatial patterns and socio-economic factors influencing gully formation, would help frame the study's purpose.

2. Mention the specific criteria used for mapping and analyzing gully sites (e.g., slope, drainage) would add depth to the methodology.

3. Include a concise summary of the primary findings (e.g., planned vs. unplanned areas and socio-economic influence) would make the results clearer.

4. A sentence on how these findings contribute to broader erosion management practices or urban planning would connect the study to wider applications.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	1. Kindly include a Literature Review section and Theory that gives the work a solid backing.
2. The methodology section is not sufficient and lacks academia rigor, kindly do an overhaul. 

3. Change ‘SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION’ to summary.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	1. Data used are insufficient for the nature of this research.
2. Kindly produce slope and gradient map for the study area.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

-
	The references are outdated and not properly formatted, references should be between 5 – 7 years from the present date.
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language in the article is mostly suitable for scholarly communication, but there are areas that could benefit from refinement to enhance clarity and flow.
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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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