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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 important to the scientific community as  it provides baseline hydrogeophysical evidence on aquifer geometry and groundwater potential in parts of Obio/Akpor LGA (Niger Delta).

The article on   likely productive deeper sandy units alongside low-resistivity clayey confining layers in the area  is directly useful for local groundwater development decisions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes -The title of the article “Hydrogeophysical Characterisation of Aquifer Systems Using Vertical Electrical Sounding in Parts of Obio-Akpor LGA, Niger Delta, Nigeria is suitable as it clearly states the VES method  , the subject and the location.
	

	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—the abstract is comprehensive because it clearly states the aim, method sample locations, lithologies, aquifer thickness  and acknowledging the need for hydro chemical validation.

· Add or mention  on what “groundwater potential zones” classification was based on (e.g., resistivity thresholds or geoelectric layer parameters), since the abstract mentions zoning but doesn’t specify the criterion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes- The manuscript is scientific. The apparent resistivity and the general interpretation logic are presented in a scientifically consistent way.

But 

The classification of groundwater is presented as definitive, yet site-specific calibration is not shown in the results, this needs justification. (example: thresholds such as <80 Ωm = low, >700 Ωm = very high)


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is moderately fulfilling. But it lacks widely recognized “core” resistivity/VES methodology references. Adding some standard, broadly cited methodological sources would strengthen credibility 

 Ex: Keller, G.V., & Frischknecht, F.C. (1966) 
	

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


	Yes.  However, 

· Several sentences in the Introduction/Methods repeat similar justifications for using resistivity/VES; trimming repeated statements will improve readability

· Ensure consistent spelling and naming (e.g., “Obio-Akpor” vs “Obio/Akpor”), consistent units/number formatting (e.g., 32–65 m instead of 32-65 m
	

	Optional/General comments


	Acceptable for publication after minor language polishing and formatting errors should be corrected for clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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