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	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 research addresses one of the critical environmental concerns in South-eastern Nigeria. Gully erosion endangers land productivity, infrastructure, and rural livelihoods. So, the investigation into these causes and consequences is necessary. The manuscript integrates geotechnical analysis with field observations, which enables filling knowledge gaps about soil erodibility in vulnerable areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The given title, "Geo-Environmental Impacts of Gully Erosion in Ezeoke Nsu, South-eastern Nigeria," is exact and clarifying.
	

	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 consists of context, methods, results, and policy prospects. It is thorough, but some sentences used in the abstract section are prolonged and repetitive. So, I will recommend the author to do the followings:

Try to shorten the sentences for clarity and easy understanding. Include detailed quantitative results, for example, shear strength values, bulk density. Avoid repeating comprehensive statements on erosion consequences already mentioned in the introduction section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This study is scientifically correct. The field and laboratory methods are standard and appropriate for assessing soil erodibility. The outcomes are aligned with existing literature on gully erosion in sandy soils. Interpretation of the result is rational and supported by evidence. The discussion section is coherent with previous studies and emphasizes both natural and human aspects.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The given references are sufficient, but some of the references are repeated. Including a few more recent works from the past five years on soil erosion modelling, remote sensing applications, and climate variability could strengthen the background. Such as research on integrating UAV/remote sensing in monitoring gully erosion, recent works on land management and erosion control in Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

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


	The way of writing and use of English is fine for scholarly communication. But several edits are necessary to improve flow and readability. The author should split the long sentences and correct the grammatical and structural mistakes for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study will be a valuable contribution to understanding the geo-environmental impacts of gully erosion in South-eastern Nigeria, and it is timely and relevant for communities facing land degradation. Follow up on minor revisions to improve the context flow, this manuscript will be ready for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
	No ethical issues are apparent.
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