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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.

	The manuscript addresses a significant matter for climate studies and proposes to couple global drivers to regional and local impacts. The region chosen lacks scientific studies and could benefit from this local evaluation. The use of open satellite data benefits the scientific community by underscoring the need to sustain and expand such datasets, particularly to support least developed and developing countries. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title should be rewritten for clarification:
Changes in global sea-level rise on the East Coast of Cotonou: shoreline evolution and coastal impacts.
	

	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.

	Yes, it’s comprehensive
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Since the manuscript fails to describe the methodology in a detailed, organized, and intuitive way, it’s not possible to evaluate the scientific correctness of it.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The introduction and methodology lack references for several statements and more recent ones, as the manuscript addresses a subject that requires ongoing updates. References within 5 years are preferred on such matters.
	

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

	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	It is not advisable to repeat the exact words from the title in the keywords section, as this is redundant and may reduce the article’s visibility in searches.
The author states that studies in the region “remain sparse” and then presents 6 studies on the subject. Perhaps it would be more interesting to argue that there are some studies, but they are insufficient (because of x, y, w reasons), and most are not recent, which are interesting for non-static phenomena such as GMSL.
If possible, organize the introduction into more than one paragraph. Organize the methodology in an intuitive way to clear up sections and subsections.
Methodology
Item 1 lacks a distinct purpose; it duplicates the steps used to develop the Introduction. The same sources cited in the Introduction are repeated here. I recommend removing this item or consolidating it into the Introduction to avoid redundancy.
Item 2 needs substantially more detail. Specify: (i) the temporal coverage of the satellite altimetry and tide-gauge records; (ii) whether these datasets were compiled by Luijendijk et al. (2018) or obtained independently; (iii) spatial and temporal resolution; (iv) the confidence intervals and associated statistical assumptions; and (v) how the altimetry and tide-gauge results will be processed and presented. Additional clarifications may be required.
Item 3 requires a full rewrite. Provide complete in-situ data-acquisition details: sampling locations (coordinates), dates, protocols, instrument make/model, accuracy and calibration, sampling frequency, and others. Regarding interviews: these capture local perceptions and may not reflect empirical conditions. The manuscript’s stated objectives do not include a social assessment, so this component appears out of scope. If chosen to retain it, justify its relevance to the research aims and report the survey design transparently: sample size, sampling strategy, and inclusion criteria, interview format (structured/semi-structured), the questionnaire/guide, ethical approval and consent procedures, coding scheme, inter-rater reliability, and statistical treatment of responses.
Materials and Data used
Item 1 requires further clarification. The study does not encompass the entire country, since the unit of analysis is the coastline. Was the analysis performed along the entire coastline or only on selected segments? Specify all details regarded the study and ensure consistency with items 2 and 3 of the Methodology section regarding data sources and in-situ acquisition.
Item 2 should merge with item 2 of methodology and all methods should be detailed.
Tables 1 and 2 are inserted within the methodology and should be within the results section. And they are not cited beforehand.
Items 3, 4 and 5 should be merged into the Methodology section and rewritten because now its written as bullet points.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No
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