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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.


	The manuscript is researchable and contribute to academic community, mainly in the field of geospatial, environmental study, forest management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript Title lacks focus and does not align with the study Aim. I suggest this Title: Temporal analysis using GIS and RS for adaptive forest management: A case study of Nagarahole Tiger Reservoir, [include the country of study]. 

	

	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 lacks coherent in manuscript presentation. The problems with the Aim: 
1. Redundancy in phrasing, inconsistent punctuations in listing, Lack of academic tone in phrasing, etc.

2. The Abstract requires restructuring of the introduction (Objective/ Title)

3. Methodology; design, place and duration of study should be place under methodology. GIS and Remote sensing should appear in the method as seen in the Title.

4. Result; A concise presentation of the finding is required. The number of sampling points or larger sample size increases the validity and statistical power of the findings and reporting. 

5. Conclusion and recommendation should be separated

6. Keywords are too lengthy, should be minimize

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript does not follow appropriate scientific structures.

1. The introduction focusses only on local issues lacking global and regional context, inhibiting the manuscript Title reflecting half page introduction. It lacks literature review and study objectives.
2. Study Area should stand out as a section with topographic map describing the area including ecological zones, climate, topography, soil, hydrology, population, and socioeconomic of the study area.
3. Materials and methods: The use of GIS, Remote sensing and sources of data should place under materials and methods. Data analysis should be a subsection under materials and methods.
4. Results and Discussion: All Tables and Figures should be placed under results and discussion. The presentation of the findings should be concise. Phrasing and wordings should be improved. Formatting of manuscript based on journal’s guideline should be adhere.

5. Discussion: The manuscript lacks results discussion. The researcher should coherently discuss the findings by providing;

1.  Recent citations as supporting evidence
2. Related studies and findings at global, regional, and local levels as essential for argument.
6. Recommendation: Future research are needed to fill the gap left and policy is required for mitigation measure.
7. Conclusion before references
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More references are required to boast the manuscript up to standard. I suggest you add thes papers to support your findings; 
1.  Yuan, M. (2008). Temporal GIS and Applications. In: Shekhar, S., Xiong, H. (eds) Encyclopedia of GIS. Springer, Boston, MA. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-387-35973-1_1373 
2. Remote Sens. 2024, 16(22), 4161; https://doi.org/10.3390/rs16224161- 
	

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


	 The manuscript requires improvement in grammar, phrasing, and wording.
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