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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 represents a very significant contribution through the analysis of Nigeria's terrestrial and groundwater storage using GRACE and GRACE-FO data during three critical years (2004, 2014, and 2024). The timing of this study is valuable regarding water security, the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG 6), and climate adaptation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The study is appropriate for disseminating their work in journals covering hydrology, remote sensing, and environmental monitoring. However, the manuscript could be better organized, less redundant, and clearer in expressing the major components of the work.


	

	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 is adequate in that it clearly captures the aims, methods and findings of the study, but could be more concise and provide greater clarity to the description such as it Could briefly mention the temporal datasets (2004, 2014, and 2024) for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically sound, the datasets used are robust, the methods are sufficiently detailed, and the results and findings are meaningful. However, some of the methods in the study are redundant, the treatment of missing data is unclear specifically related to interpolation, and although comparisons are made across the years the format could be tightened. If you take temporal datasets for example “A clearer comparison between years (2004–2014–2024) would strengthen scientific argumentation”


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient credibly represent major publications of GRACE literature as well as a number of recent studies on Nigeria. There are some unnecessary duplicate references (references appear duplicated (e.g., Landerer et al., 2020 listed twice)) and some less credible sources (non-scholarly) such as non-peer-review websites.


	

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


	The quality of English is acceptable, but some grammar, phrasing, and flow could be improved. so  to improve the quality of this manuscript article, please consider using proofreading tools like Grammarly
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, my recommendation is a major revision in order to convey clarity, organization, and accuracy, although the study has merit and is relevant and credible enough to publish with revisions.
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