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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 (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 paper offers a pertinent and important addition to the knowledge of soil degradation brought on by climate change in Adamawa State, Nigeria.  The study provides solid empirical evidence on the susceptibility of soil fertility to climatic stressors by combining soil nutrient assessments with long-term weather data, rainfall erosivity indices, and flood event analysis. The results are essential for developing soil conservation plans and climate-smart farming methods in areas with rising climatic variability.  However, before the manyscript is considered for publication, the authors must make significant corrections.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable which reflects the scope and content of the article. However, it is encouraged if it could be shortened and to be SMART
	

	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. However, the authors are encouraged to:
· ensure the abstract clearly states the research problem, methodology, key findings, and implications.

· state statistical methods used for analysis

· avoid overly technical jargon unless defined.

· present the major findings scientifically (e.g. with result values)

· consider tightening the language for conciseness and flow.

· state the keywords alphabetically and should be between 3 and 5 key words.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the authors need to:

· revamp the introduction using a “top-down” approcach and more recent studies should be added.

· Break the introduction into paragraphs

· Briefly highlight the research gaps and give the rationale for the present study.
· rework on the last paragraph of the introduction section should be reworked and appropriately presented without using bullets for the objectives. 

· portray the study sample or sites used on Figure 1 and the number of points where the datasets were collected.

· ensure the the methodology is clearly described, replicable, and justified.
· present the sampling technique(s) used.

· state the number of stations used for climatic data collected and used in this study. In addition, is it a daily or monthly data? This should be stated in the manuscript.

· Describe the sptial and temporal resolution of ERA5 dataset used in this study.In addition, the link where ERA5 dataset were downloaded or obtained should be stated in the text.
· describe how missing data were handled.
· present statisitical methods of data analysis with appropriate equations or formular.
· Generally, the authors should reword on results’ presentation.
· discuss limitations and assumptions explicitly.
· Subsection 3.1, the interpretation of results should also include results values. Meaning that it should be interpreted scientifically.
· Strengthen the discussion by linking findings to broader literature and theoretical frameworks.
· Compare the major findigs with the previous related studies.
· The conclusion section should be reworked and to include all important elements including implications and suggestion for further research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references should:
· Include recent studies (preferably within the last 5 years) and relevant.
· all references should include DOI numbers to confirm the authenticity of the articles

· prepare a list of references according to the journal format/style
	

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


	It is good but it can be improved for scholarly communication. I suggest the authors should:

· proofread the manuscript for grammar, punctuation, and British spelling (e.g., “analyse” instead of “analyze”, “modelling” instead of “modeling”).

· improve sentence structure for clarity and academic tone.

· avoid redundancy and overly long sentences.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, the manuscript should be revamped from the introduction section to the last section.
The authors should make major correction to the manuscript.
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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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