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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 makes a timely and significant contribution to the scientific community by addressing the spatiotemporal evolution of sandbars along the Forcados River, Nigeria, through the integration of geospatial and sedimentological methods. Sandbars are critical to navigation, sediment dynamics, and riverine ecosystem health, yet they remain underexplored in the Niger Delta, a globally important but vulnerable region. The study provides a replicable methodological framework using Landsat imagery, OBIA, Moran‘s I statistics, and granulometric analysis, which can be applied to other tropical deltaic systems. Importantly, the findings are directly relevant to marine blue economy planning, sediment management, and
climate resilience strategies, linking science with policy needs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title “Mapping and Monitoring Sand Bars along the Forcados River Using Geospatial Tools: A Strategy for Sustainable Marine Blue Economy in Nigeria's Niger Delta” is clear and relevant. However, it could be shortened for precision and international appeal. Suggested alternative:
· “Geospatial Mapping and Monitoring of Sandbars in the Forcados River: Implications for Sustainable Blue Economy in the Niger Delta”
	

	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, well-structured, and highlights the objectives, methods, results, and implications. However, it could be improved by:
· Adding a brief mention of practical applications (e.g., navigation, fisheries, aquaculture).
· Reducing technical detail (e.g., not all morphometric indices need to be listed) to make room for a clearer policy implication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically rigorous, employing robust remote sensing, spatial statistics, and field-based sedimentological analysis. The integration of Landsat NDWI classification, Moran‘s I, and Folk & Ward granulometry is appropriate. Results are validated with ground- truthing,   strengthening   reliability.   However,   incorporation   of   hydrodynamic
(discharge/velocity) data would enhance the robustness of process-based interpretation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and sufficient, covering 2020–2025 works on geomorphology, remote sensing, and blue economy. To further strengthen the study, the following recent works should be cited for broader comparison:

1. Akhter et al. (2024)
Why cite it? This study showcases the effective use of GIS and machine learning (SVM) for environmental risk mapping—adding robustness to your methodological justification. It also aligns with sustainability objectives. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hydres.2024.10.004

2. Rahman et al. (2025)
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	Why cite it? It provides a valuable regional parallel—long-term riverbank and sandbar dynamics in Bangladesh—enhancing the comparative scope of your study and emphasizing the broader significance of morphodynamic monitoring. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pdisas.2025.100452
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is written in clear and professional English suitable for scholarly communication. Minor improvements in conciseness and reduction of redundancy in long
sentences are recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The paper is strong and suitable for publication after minor revisions (shortened title, abstract refinement, and addition of a few more recent references).
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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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