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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The study quantifies 37 years of land‑cover change in Makurdi, Nigeria, linking wetland degradation to flood risk through a robust GIS/remote‑sensing workflow. Because very few long‑term spatial analyses exist for Central Nigerian wetlands, the work adds valuable evidence for urban‑flood policy and wetland conservation in the West African context. The clear identification of >96 % wetland loss and the mapping of 62,694 buildings now sited in former wetlands provide data that local planners can act on.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	Generally comprehensive and quantitative, but it would benefit from 

(i) One sentence on the methods (e.g., “Landsat 5 TM and Landsat 8 OLI images were classified using maximum likelihood”), and 

(ii) Closing sentence on practical implications for planners. 

Deleting the sentence that repeats numbers already given in lines 4‑6 will tighten it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	(i) Training polygons and reference points are not described in enough detail (number per class, selection strategy).
(ii) Tables 2‑4 mix area and percentage change but use inconsistent base years (Table 4 header reads “1956”)

(iii) The manuscript reports spatial correlation qualitatively; a quantitative test (e.g., chi‑square or logistic regression for building exposure) would strengthen the causal link.

(iv) Ensure “km²” is used consistently (some tables omit the superscript)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	38 references, mostly 2014‑2024, are adequate. However, add two recent regional wetland‑loss papers
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	(i) Provide the Landsat IDs and path/row numbers in a table.

(ii) Include a policy‑brief paragraph in Discussion summarising zoning recommendations.

(iii) Move lengthy study‑area description
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