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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.


	The manuscript provides much‑needed empirical evidence on how multiple climatic stressors weather variability, rainfall erosivity and floods jointly affect soil nutrient dynamics in Adamawa State, Nigeria, using field sampling, laboratory analyses and two decades of climate records. The integration of depth‑stratified soil data (0–30 cm; 30–60 cm) with Pearson correlations, erosivity time series (2001–2021) and flood impact tests fills a critical evidence gap for climate‑smart nutrient management in a highly climate‑sensitive region. The results directly inform adaptation planning, erosion control targeting, and extension recommendations for safeguarding soil fertility and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects scope, variables, geography and the triad of stressors analyzed; no change recommended.
	

	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 clear and comprehensive, reporting objectives, design, depths, time span, key findings and implications; consider adding explicit mention of statistical tools/software (SPSS v.22, QGIS, R) and one prioritized action line linking results to policy or farmer practice for immediate uptake.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The mixed cross‑sectional and longitudinal design is appropriate to link spatial nutrient status with temporal climate drivers and methods are transparent (composite sampling at two depths, standard lab protocols, Pearson correlations, erosivity computation from ERA5‑Land, paired t‑tests for floods). Statistical reporting is detailed with coefficients, significance and sample size and tables substantiate claims; adding brief robustness notes (e.g., multiple testing control or sensitivity checks for erosivity aggregation) would further strengthen validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list integrates foundational texts and recent regional studies (e.g., IPCC 2021; West Africa erosivity and flood impacts), adequately situating findings in the literature. Consider adding a few recent methodological sources on erosivity derivations from ERA5‑Land and flood‑soil processes to broaden international context in Discussion.
	

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


	The manuscript is readable and professional; minor edits to streamline long sentences, standardize capitalization (e.g., “Nigeria Nigeria”) and ensure consistent units/symbols (e.g., MJ·mm·ha⁻¹·h⁻¹·year⁻¹) will improve polish.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add a concise Limitations paragraph: observational design, reliance on station/reanalysis data for erosivity, potential confounding from land use/management not modeled, and spatial representativeness of 42 sites across six LGAs.

· Provide one integrative figure or panel summarizing top findings: (a) correlations by depth, (b) erosivity trend with peak years highlighted and (c) flood‑induced changes with effect sizes and confidence intervals to enhance visual synthesis.

· Ensure all internal cross‑references to tables/figures and years are consistent, especially the climate period spans (1990–2024 vs. 2001–2021 for erosivity).
· Add Ethics/Consent/Data availability notes aligned with journal standards (soil sampling permits/consent; NiMet and state sources; ERA5‑Land citation).

· Standardize terminology, units, symbols, capitalization and fix typographical issues; verify climate period consistency across sections and tables.

· Insert a concise Limitations paragraph and a short “Policy and Practice Implications” subsection to map findings to agency actions (extension, disaster management, land use planning).

· Provide one synthesis figure and ensure high‑resolution, correctly captioned visuals; verify all table captions include depth, sample size, and test type details.

Strong, well‑structured empirical study with clear methods, robust statistical evidence and directly actionable recommendations; limitations and a synthesis figure will enhance publication readiness.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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