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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.


	The manuscript explores shoreline dynamics along the Forcados River in the Niger Delta, an area of ecological, socio-economic, and infrastructural significance. It is critical to understand how the shoreline behaves in this corridor because erosion can be dangerous for communities, oil infrastructure, and navigation. The use of multi-temporal satellite images and Digital Shoreline Analysis System (DSAS) gives us quantitative evidence than can help us make decisions about how to manage and make policies that are good for the environment. The research adds to the growing body of knowledge about shoreline monitoring in West Africa, where there are still not many studies on the subject. In general, the manuscript is useful for researchers, planners, and policymakers who work in rivers and deltas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	    Yes, the title is clear and directly reflects the content of manuscript. Howevere, it could be slightly refined as ‘Shoreline Dynamics of the Forcados River Section near Patani Bridge, Nigeria: A DSAS-based Assessment’
	

	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 comprehensively addresses objectives, methodology, findings and implications. Its length could be reduced for conciseness. While quantitative results are clearly presented, the level of detail may be excessive for the abstract. Summarizing the primary trend of northern erosion and southern accretion, while reserving specific percentages for the main text, would enhance clarity. The concluding statement is effective and could further highlight distinctions from previous research.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the methodology employed is scientifically robust, utilizing DSAS, EPR, and LRR appropriately. Pre-processing steps, including radiometric/ geometric correction, Sobel filtering, and digitization, are well-described, and the results align with known geomorphological processes in deltaic systems. However, there are important issues to address: there is a difference between the area of water body values in table and those in the Results section. Please check and update these figures to keep the data consistent. The reduction in water body area also needs more discussion. It would help to explain what might be causing this decline such as changes in sediment load, climate change, human activities like sand mining, dredging, land reclamation, and oil related work. Connecting these factors to the shoreline changes you measured would make your scientific interpretation stronger. The discussion of error propagation related to the ± 10m uncertainty in DSAS results lacks depth, and certain references in the discussion appear loosely connected, necessitating a closer integration with the results to fortify the argument. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list comprises both foundational shoreline studies and recent publications up to 2025, which demonstrates temporal breadth. However, several issues remain. Several references exhibit formatting inconsistencies. Nigerian/local studies are included but could be expanded (e.g., more Niger Delta-focused shoreline studies beyond Lagos and Bonny). If available, consider adding references on shoreline monitoring in West African deltas using DSAS to strengthen the regional context.
	

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


	Although the English is generally comprehensible, the manuscript would benefit from expert language editing. Among the issues are lengthy and sometimes repetitive sentences (particularly in the abstract and introduction) and minor grammatical errors. For example: “... and accretion that collectively reshape the riverbanks over time as shown on table 1 and figure 5.” change to “... and accretion that collectively reshape the riverbanks over time, as shown in Table 1 and Figure 5.”
	

	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion could include more detailed recommendations for legislators, such as adaptive management strategies suitable for the Patani Bridge region.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No obvious ethical issue.
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