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	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 presents a well-structured empirical study that evaluates the spatial vitality of a traditional neighborhood in Zhengzhou using a multi-source data analysis approach. It offers significant contributions by integrating artificial intelligence and sDNA spatial accessibility techniques to assess street vitality—a relatively underexplored area in urban research. The findings are especially valuable for urban planners aiming for micro-renewal of historical neighborhoods. The interdisciplinary approach and integration of big data make this paper relevant and timely for scholars and practitioners in urban planning, architecture, and data-driven urban studies.

Importance for the Scientific Community:

The study provides a novel analytical framework for understanding the spatial vitality of traditional urban neighborhoods, combining sDNA, AI, and multi-source data. This integrated methodology adds technical depth to urban spatial analysis and provides actionable insights for enhancing street vitality. It contributes to the evolving discourse on sustainable urbanism and offers a replicable model for similar historical neighborhood revitalization efforts globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript.

Suggestion (optional): For better readability, consider:

“Measuring Spatial Vitality and Its Influencing Factors in Traditional Neighborhoods Using Multi-source Data: A Case Study of Zhengzhou Xidajie”
	

	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 good overview but lacks clarity in sentence structure and flow. It also repeats the phrase "based on this" unnecessarily. I recommend revising for smoother readability and emphasizing the practical findings of the study in the concluding lines.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It applies appropriate methods including regression analysis, spatial syntax (sDNA), and big data analytics. The analytical model and the steps for data acquisition and processing are well explained. However, greater elaboration on the validation of the regression model and limitations of the data sources would improve the scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Including foundational works on spatial vitality and urban form (e.g., Jane Jacobs) could further strengthen the theoretical foundation.


	

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


	The manuscript needs moderate language editing. While the technical content is clear, sentence construction is often repetitive, and grammar issues occasionally disrupt readability. An English language review by a professional editor is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The figures (especially Figures 1–4) could be improved in resolution and labeling for better visual comprehension.

· The conclusion is well-rounded but could emphasize the limitations and potential for future research.

· The Street Vitality Index formula is a strong feature; however, consider including a brief justification for the selected weights (0.5, 0.3, 0.2).
The paper explores an important and modern research area with practical relevance for urban planning. The authors are encouraged to:

Revise the abstract for better clarity and logical flow.

Perform a thorough English language edit.

Enhance figure descriptions within the manuscript.

Consider adding at least few international comparative reference.

· The manuscript is scientifically robust, well-structured, and contributes meaningfully to urban spatial vitality research. With moderate language polishing and slight clarification of methodology and figures, it will be suitable for publication.
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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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