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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.


	This manuscript provides a critical contribution to understanding how climate-induced sea-level rise and human activities interact to accelerate shoreline retreat in West African coastal zones. 
By integrating global satellite datasets, statistical shoreline analyses, and field-based socio-economic validation, the study bridges a key methodological gap between large-scale geospatial modeling and local empirical realities.
The findings deliver actionable evidence to inform science-based adaptation policies and strengthen coastal resilience strategies across data-scarce environments in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and well aligned with the study’s objectives and geographic focus. However, the phrase “Assessing of Impacts” contains a grammatical inaccuracy.

	

	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 demonstrates strong methodological rigor and relevance. With minor grammatical and stylistic corrections.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. It demonstrates a clear integration of global sea-level datasets, Digital Shoreline Analysis System (DSAS) modeling, and field-based validation, which together provide strong empirical support for its conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All citations are relevant; however, consider referencing IPCC AR6 (2023) for the most recent projections if available in the discussion of future sea-level rise
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The text is clear, coherent, and written in an academic tone appropriate for a scientific audience. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction is conceptually rich but slightly dense. Consider shortening some sentences (especially the first paragraph) to improve readability. Example: “Among its most critical consequences, sea-level rise (SLR) constitutes a pressing concern” could be simplified to “Sea-level rise (SLR) is among the most critical consequences of climate change”
The introduction effectively contextualizes the problem of coastal erosion and sea level rise in West Africa and justifies the study’s relevance. The literature coverage is comprehensive and current. However, some paragraphs could be reorganized to move from global context  regional trends specific focus on Benin more smoothly.
The methods section is detailed and technically sound. The integration of remote sensing, DSAS analysis, and field validation demonstrates methodological rigor. However, it would be useful to specify the temporal resolution of Landsat images used (e.g., annual, decadal) and provide a brief explanation of how uncertainty was calculated in DSAS outputs. Additionally, describing sample size and interview protocol for the socio-economic component would enhance reproducibility.

Results are clearly presented and logically organized, combining quantitative (DSAS, sea-level trends) and qualitative (community perceptions) data. Tables and figures support the findings effectively. However, ensure consistency in the use of units (e.g., mm/yr vs. m/yr) and standardize the number of decimal places. Figures could be improved with higher resolution and clearer legends. Including a map showing sampling or survey locations would also be valuable.
The discussion effectively interprets the findings and situates them within global and regional literature. The integration of climate, geomorphological, and human factors is well articulated. Nonetheless, a clearer distinction between interpretation and speculation would strengthen scientific rigor. Consider adding a paragraph discussing data limitations and potential future research directions.
The conclusion succinctly summarizes key findings and policy implications. It effectively emphasizes the urgency of adaptive coastal management. To strengthen it further, explicitly link conclusions to the stated objectives and suggest specific research or management actions (e.g., improved monitoring systems, participatory planning).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical problems
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