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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.

	The study sought to conduct a spatial analysis of inland waterway networks in Nigeria for the improvement of disaster response and relief coordination using various tools that are explicitly elaborated on in the methodology section. It highlights the significance of inland waterway networks particularly in disaster response and how they help in ensuring quick response for disaster responders. In the scientific community, this originality of this study brings a different perspective regarding how waterway networks should be viewed and protected. To disaster managers it indicates how they could effectively use waterways in responding to disasters. For policy makers, it draws attention to how policy should be drafted to ensure the preservation and protection of waterways.
	

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

	The tittle of the article is suitable as it captures what the research is about.
	

	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 of this article is comprehensive and gives a clear synopsis of what the study is about. It gives a clear summary while highlighting the key findings of the study regarding the waterway networks contribution in disaster response.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology section is comprehensive such that it would allow a researcher in different locale to replicate the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are recent and sufficient.
	

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

	The usage of English language is suitable  for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	In table 2,3, the authors have vales at the end that have no descriptors, may they fix this or explain in text. 
The abbreviations in the same table need to be explained.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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