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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 is valuable to the scientific community because it quantifies how rapid urbanization in Abidjan—specifically the loss of vegetation and expansion of impervious surfaces—has significantly increased soil water erosion in the Gourou watershed. By applying the RUSLE model with satellite-derived land cover data, the study offers a replicable framework for erosion risk assessment in data-scarce urbanizing regions of West Africa. The findings highlight an urgent need for sustainable urban planning and soil conservation strategies in similar tropical cities facing intense land-use change.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is good but it can be redefined as: “Assessing the Impact of Urban Land Use Change on Soil Water Erosion Risk: A Case Study of the Gourou Watershed, Abidjan, Côte d’Ivoire”
	

	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.


	Incomplete opening sentence:

The sentence "With this in mind, the general objective of this study is to demonstrate..." is cut off. This must be corrected for clarity and professionalism.

Missing explicit linkage between land use change and erosion:

While the abstract states that vegetation loss and urban expansion occurred, it should explicitly connect these changes to the observed increase in erosion (e.g., “The expansion of impervious surfaces and loss of vegetative cover between 2002 and 2020 directly contributed to a 14% rise in average annual soil loss”).

Clarify the temporal scope early:

Mention the time frame (2002–2020) near the beginning to frame the analysis.

Add brief context or implication:

A closing sentence on why these findings matter—e.g., for urban planning or erosion mitigation in West African cities—would strengthen impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Important Scientific Concerns:

Inconsistent or Incorrect Land Cover Change Calculations:

The manuscript states that "built-up areas and bare soil increased by 1.86% between 2002 and 2020", but this contradicts the data in Figure 4:

2002: 51% → 2020: 71% → absolute increase = 20 percentage points, or ~39% relative increase.

Table/data in Section 3.1.2.2 correctly shows TG = 39.39% for built-up/bare soil, but the narrative in 3.1.2.2 mistakenly reports "1.86%" (which is actually the annual rate, Tc). This is confusing and misleading if not clarified.

Misinterpretation of Total Soil Loss Increase:

The text claims total annual soil loss increased by "approximately 1.5%"—but:

2002: 1,473,213 t/year → 2020: 1,676,135 t/year → actual increase ≈ 13.8%, not 1.5%.

This appears to be a calculation or typographical error that significantly understates the impact.

Omission of the P-factor without justification for urban context:

The manuscript sets P = 1 (no conservation practices) based on regional agricultural studies (e.g., N’go, 2015). However, in urban areas, even informal measures (e.g., drainage ditches, road embankments, green belts) may influence erosion. While assuming P = 1 is common, the authors should acknowledge this limitation.

Overgeneralization in Conclusion:

The statement "The entire surface of the watershed would therefore be highly affected by the phenomenon of water erosion" is not supported by the data:

Results show ~50% of the area is highly vulnerable (not 100%), and soil loss ranges from 0 to >1,500 t/ha/yr, indicating high spatial variability.

Inconsistent Terminology:

The study uses both "land use" and "vegetation cover dynamics" interchangeably, but the classification includes built-up areas, which are not vegetation. Clarifying that the focus is on land cover/use change (not just vegetation) would improve precision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	It is suggested to add some references ranges from 2020 to 2025.
	

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


	The manuscript should undergo professional English language editing before publication. A thorough revision focusing on grammar, sentence structure, technical terminology, and academic tone would significantly improve its suitability for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study has strong potential and fills an important knowledge gap. With careful revision—particularly of data interpretation and language—the manuscript would make a meaningful contribution to the literature on urban environmental degradation and sustainable land management.
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