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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 significant contribution to the scientific community by providing a rigorous geospatial and morphometric assessment of six coastal catchments in southern Nigeria. The study addresses an important knowledge gap in understanding drainage density and infiltration dynamics, which are critical for flood risk management, groundwater recharge assessment, and climate resilience planning. Its findings are highly relevant for hydrology, environmental management, and disaster risk reduction not only in the Niger Delta but also in other deltaic and coastal environments globally
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise, and reflects the study content accurately. It is suitable as it conveys both the focus (drainage density and infiltration characteristics) and the study area (coastal catchments of southern Nigeria). No changes are necessary
	

	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 effectively summarizes the study’s objectives, methodology, key results, and implications. It successfully highlights the novelty and importance of the work. No major changes are needed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The morphometric and geospatial methods applied are appropriate, clearly described, and supported with recent and classical references. The interpretation of results is logical, well-argued, and consistent with global hydrological studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, up-to-date, and well-balanced between classical works (e.g., Horton, Strahler, Schumm) and recent studies, including region-specific and global research. They appropriately support the discussion and conclusions.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear, scholarly English. The language is precise, fluent, and suitable for academic publication. Minor editorial polishing may be beneficial but is not essential.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is an excellent manuscript. It combines detailed hydrological analysis with policy-relevant recommendations for flood risk management and climate adaptation. The paper is well-organized, figures and tables are informative, and the discussion is comprehensive. I recommend acceptance with only very minor revisions, mainly related to formatting and presentation consistency.
Recommendation: Accept with minor revisions (mainly formatting/consistency improvements).
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