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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides valuable insights into the adoption of flood hazard mitigation measures in the Forcados Basin of the Niger Delta region. The study explores the relationship between distance from flood sources and the adoption of specific mitigation measures. This finding can contribute to the broader understanding of human responses to environmental hazards. The study also highlights the limited awareness of non-structural flood mitigation measures and identifies core areas for improvement in flood management education and policy. Overall, this manuscript has not only significant importance for enhancing flood resilience in developing regions also for the entire scientific community.
	

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

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable for the content presented. The title is clear, concise, and it reflects the main focus of the study. 
	

	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 the article is fairly comprehensive, providing a concise overview of the study's focus, methodology, and main findings. However, a few improvements can make it more comprehensive and informative 
1. A clear statement on the study's objective should be included.  
2. The abstract briefly mentions the methodology, but a more specific statement about the data collection methods could make it more concise. 
3. 1-2 specific key findings that highlight the focus of the study could be added

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and correct based on the content provided in the document. 
1. The study has explicitly stated well-defined objectives.
2. The methodology is well structured and includes detailed information.
3. The study thoroughly analysed the data and examined the relationships between location and the adoption of flood mitigation measures. 
4. The manuscript includes a nice presentation of data. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references seem somewhat limited and could benefit from the inclusion of more recent and diverse sources to enhance the scientific depth and relevance of the study.
	

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

	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are clear, concise and suitable for publication in a scholarly communication. 




	

	Optional/General comments

	Overall, it is a well-designed study that makes a valuable contribution to the understanding of flood hazard mitigation in the Forcados Basin. The findings provide important insights into the spatial dynamics of flood risk perception and adaptation.  However,  some minor revisions could strengthen the quality and readability of the manuscripts.
1. The literature review could be expanded by incorporating more recent studies on flood risk management.
2. The article would benefit from a deeper exploration of the practical, policy-relevant implications of its findings (if possible).


	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)
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