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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.

	The manuscript addresses an important and urgent issue sub-Saharan African cities: the vulnerability of urban poor communities to flood hazards in, with a case study of Bamenda, Cameroon. The study makes a significant contribution by combining socio-economic data with spatial analysis and regression modeling.

	

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

	NO.
SUGGESTED TITLE: “Poverty, Exposure, and Flood Vulnerability: A Spatio-Temporal Analysis of Bamenda, Cameroon”.
I think the above suggested title is more suitable because it links clearly the socio-economic and spatial dimensions.
	

	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 overly long. It should be shortened and focused on objectives, methods, key findings, and implications.
Several sentences are grammatically problematic (for instance, “urban poor is mirrored mainly by low-income status…” should be “the urban poor are characterized mainly by low-income status…”)

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct because, it adopts a well-recognized vulnerability framework, focusing on exposure, sensitivity, and adaptive capacity, consistent with IPCC and related literature. It grounds the analysis in multiple empirical sources, including surveys, interviews, focus groups, field observations, and GIS techniques. This mixed-methods approach is suitable for assessing vulnerability in urban poor communities. The use of binary logistic regression is an appropriate statistical method for modeling dichotomous vulnerability outcomes.
The findings which links poverty, substandard housing, and low adaptive capacity to heightened vulnerability align with established disaster risk research.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references span foundational vulnerability literature (e.g., Cutter et al. 2003; Adger 2006) and more recent studies on flood exposure and social vulnerability. Many references are from 2020–2024, which keeps the manuscript updated. Examples include Dhungana & Liu (2024), Wehrmeister et al. (2024), Islam & Meng (2024). The author has also cite several Cameroon- and Africa-specific works (e.g., Tosam et al., 2024; Ramiaramanana & Teller, 2021). This grounds the paper in the African context.
SUGGESTIONS:
The author should cite “IPCC AR5 (2014) and/or IPCC AR6 (2022)” where this framework is formally defined.
The author should also cite Rentschler & Salhab, 2022, “Frontiers of Flood Risk Management”). This could strengthen the policy angle of the discussion.
The author should also include recent urban resilience and adaptation studies.

	

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

	
The manuscript is comprehensive and detailed, and the academic tone is generally present.
SUGGESTIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT:
Several sentences are too long and convoluted, making them difficult to follow.
Example 1: “Floods vulnerability has become more intense in term of magnitude” should be “Flood vulnerability has intensified in magnitude.”
Example 2: “The because of the increase in land use and land cover change…” should be “This is due to the increase in land use and land cover change…”
WORD CHOICE AND CONSISTENCY
Sometimes “flood hazards,” “flood disasters,” and “flood incidence” are used interchangeably. Consistency is needed.
Phrases like “urban poor is mirrored mainly by low-income status” should be revised to “the urban poor are primarily characterized by low-income status.”
REPETITION
Certain points are repeated across sections (e.g., poverty and poor housing as vulnerability drivers appear multiple times in the abstract, introduction, and discussion). This weakens clarity and should be checked.
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	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)

NO
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