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	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 manuscript addresses a practical and significant issue in agricultural logistics by focusing on the optimized placement of cassava aggregation centers in Anambra State, Nigeria, using GIS and location-allocation modeling. The integration of spatial decision-making tools with environmental and infrastructural data offers valuable insights into agricultural infrastructure planning. The study's findings can aid policymakers in enhancing cassava processing and distribution efficiency. Moreover, the research sets a precedent for similar modeling approaches in other agricultural zones across Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and effectively conveys the research focus. However, a minor modification could enhance clarity by emphasizing the methodology used.

Suggested revised title:

“Modeling and GIS-based analysis for cassava aggregation centers within the agricultural zones in Anambra State”
	

	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 informative and broadly covers the study's purpose, methodology, and key findings. However, it could be improved by:

· Briefly stating how many locations were proposed or optimized.

· Including specific GIS methods/tools used (e.g., weighted overlay, buffer zones).

· Replacing vague phrases like "boosting agricultural productivity" with more measurable outcomes (e.g., “reducing transport distances by X%”).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound.

The methodology, including remote sensing, GIS modeling, and the application of weighted linear combination models, is appropriate for the stated objectives. The theoretical framework and data processing steps are well-articulated. Some sections can benefit from clearer language and better organization, but the science and analysis are credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the references are relevant and some are quite recent (up to 2021). However: A few key references on recent GIS applications in agricultural facility planning from the last 2–3 years could be added. Consider citing FAO, World Bank, or recent GIS-based agricultural studies in Sub-Saharan Africa (2022–2024) if available.
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate editing. There are several grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and unclear transitions, especially in the Introduction and Theoretical Framework sections.

Recommendation: The manuscript should undergo language editing for grammar, syntax, and clarity before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The figures and tables are well-structured and enhance understanding, but some of them (Figures 22–25) should include clearer legends and scale bars.

It would be beneficial if the authors discussed limitations of their model and future applicability in the Discussion or Conclusion section.

Consider rewording some repetitive and verbose sentences in the introduction.
The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically strong, and addresses a relevant real-world problem using advanced spatial analysis techniques. However, it requires minor revisions in language, organization, and citation updates. With these improvements, it will make a valuable contribution to the literature on agricultural infrastructure and spatial decision support systems.
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