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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 manuscript offers a valuable and practical contribution to the field of environmental risk management and urban planning. By applying GIS and remote sensing techniques with MCDA analysis, it identifies areas vulnerable to landslides in a rapidly urbanizing zone in Albania. The study is particularly significant as it provides a replicable methodology for developing countries to identify and mitigate natural hazards in peri-urban areas. The geospatial insights and predictive maps generated are useful for local governments and disaster risk reduction efforts.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title clearly reflects the content and scope of the study.

"Geospatial Assessment of Landslide Risk in Kashar, Albania Using GIS and Remote Sensing"


	

	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 generally well-written and conveys the objective, methodology, and findings. However, consider refining this sentence for clarity: “This is done using MCDA technique in ArcGIS Desktop 10.8/ArcGIS Pro 3.2...”

“This assessment applies a Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis (MCDA) framework using ArcGIS Desktop 10.8 and ArcGIS Pro 3.2...”

Also, you may consider ending the abstract with a brief sentence on the significance of the results for urban planning.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the study is methodologically sound and well-documented. The integration of four spatial factors (soil texture, slope, land use, water proximity) using weighted overlay methods is correctly executed. The classification criteria and reclassification logic are clearly structured. The risk zoning map and deep learning analysis of settlements add practical value.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript references key academic literature and includes updated data sources (2021–2024). However, you may consider including 1–2 more global studies or recent works on landslide modeling using GIS in similar topographies (e.g., from the Balkans or Mediterranean region).

Suggested additional reference:

Mavrouli, O., & Corominas, J. (2023). Landslide risk assessment integrating hazard mapping and vulnerability mapping. Natural Hazards
	

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


	Mostly yes. The language is readable, but there are minor grammatical and structural errors in some sentences (e.g., verb tenses, article usage). A final round of proofreading by a native English speaker or editor is recommended.

Examples:

· “This unit covers a total area of 39.1km² and has 6 settlements...” → Suggest: “This unit covers 39.1 km² and includes six settlements...”

· “The relief is hilly - flat...” → Suggest: “The terrain is generally flat to hilly...”


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The visual maps and methodological schema (Figures 2–9) are a strong point of the paper. Ensure map legends and scale bars are visible in the final layout.

· Consider providing a clearer breakdown of how weights were assigned in the MCDA if applicable.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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