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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 manuscript contributes to the ongoing discourse on the reliability of freely available satellite datasets, such as Google Earth imagery and SRTM DEM, for topographic mapping applications. The paper’s approach of validating these satellite datasets against ground-referenced DGPS and levelling data in a Nigerian context provides practical insights into data suitability for local applications. However, broader applicability requires deeper statistical analysis and evaluation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but too lengthy and contains minor grammatical issues. It should be concise and reflect both the methods and datasets used. So, this refined title is suggested: “Accuracy Assessment of Google Earth Imagery and SRTM DEM for Topographic Mapping: A Case Study of Aba North, Nigeria”
	

	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 adequately outlines the purpose, methods, and findings of the study; however, it suffers from grammatical errors, poor flow, and lack of clear structure. It should explicitly state the problem, methodology, main results (with fewer digits for RMSE), and conclusion. The author needs to: correct typographical errors (for instance, “fundernental” to “fundamental,” “suffer 11” to “Surfer 11”), remove excessive numerical precision (for example, use RMSE = 0.06 m instead of 0.059969), clarify what specific mapping applications the accuracy levels support and end with a statement on the broader significance of the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study’s methodology is scientifically sound for an undergraduate or regional-level analysis. The approach of comparing ground DGPS data with satellite datasets using RMSE and correlation analysis is appropriate. However, the manuscript lacks statistical discussion on significance testing and the analysis does not consider error sources such as georeferencing uncertainty, datum transformations, or pixel resolution impacts. Additionally, the discussion should link findings to previous similar studies on accuracy assessments for validation and figures should be properly numbered and captioned with clear references in the text. Overall, the results are credible but need deeper analytical interpretation to meet international journal standards.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely outdated, with most citations from 2003-2015 and only one from 2020. Many recent high-quality works on DEM and Google Earth accuracy are available from 2021-2024. More recent articles should be added to the manuscript by the author to modernize the paper and demonstrate awareness of current developments in geospatial accuracy research.
	

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


	The manuscript requires significant language editing to meet scholarly publication standards. So, a professional English editing service or careful proofread by a fluent academic is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author should strengthen statistical analysis, clearly labeled and formatted the figures and tables consistently, ensure that coordinate units and datum references like WGS84, UTM Zone 32N are consistently stated, and streamlined the methodology section for clarity by separating “data acquisition” and “data analysis. The discussion section should contextualize results against the literatures that were cited.
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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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