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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 addresses the important environmental problem of gully erosion in Auchi, Nigeria, which represents a serious land degradation process affecting settlements, infrastructure and agricultural lands. Understanding the causes and impacts of gully erosion is essential for sustainable land management and environmental planning in rapidly developing regions. The study provides useful information about both natural and anthropogenic drivers of gully formation through field observations, remote sensing data and questionnaire surveys. The findings contribute to the broader understanding of erosion processes in tropical environments and may support mitigation and land-use planning strategies in similar landscapes.
	

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

	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the content of the study. However, it could be slightly improved to emphasize the methodological approach and study objectives.
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study; however, it can be improved by including clearer information about:
· the methodology used (remote sensing, field observation and questionnaires)
· key quantitative findings
· the main implications of the results
The abstract should be more structured and concise, highlighting the major findings and practical implications of the study.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript generally presents scientifically acceptable information about the causes and impacts of gully erosion. The use of remote sensing data, field observations and questionnaire surveys provides a multi-method approach to the research. However, some sections require improvement:
· The methodology section needs more detail, especially regarding the processing of remote sensing data and DEM analysis.
· The results and discussion section should include deeper scientific interpretation, particularly linking the findings with previous studies on gully erosion.
· Some explanations remain descriptive rather than analytical.
Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound but requires moderate improvements to strengthen the analytical depth.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript cites relevant literature related to gully erosion and land degradation. However, many references are relatively old and some are not from high-impact scientific journals.
It is recommended that the authors include more recent studies (last 5–10 years) on:
· gully erosion modelling
· remote sensing applications in erosion mapping
· land degradation in tropical environments
Including more recent literature will improve the scientific relevance of the study.

	

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

	The manuscript is understandable but the English language requires moderate editing. Several grammatical errors, sentence structure issues and typographical inconsistencies are present. Professional language editing is recommended to improve clarity and readability.




	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript addresses an important environmental issue and provides useful information about gully erosion in Auchi, Nigeria. The integration of remote sensing data, field observations and community responses is valuable for understanding the complexity of erosion processes in the study area. However, the manuscript would benefit from clearer methodological descriptions, stronger scientific discussion and improved language editing. With these improvements, the chapter can make a meaningful contribution to the literature on land degradation and erosion management.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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