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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 presents a detailed spatio-temporal assessment of urban growth in Kozhikode using Landsat data and GIS-based buffer analysis. By applying UII and UPI metrics, it effectively quantifies the intensity and direction of urban expansion over three decades. The study offers valuable insights for understanding urban dynamics in coastal cities and supports evidence-based planning for sustainable urban development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally appropriate and informative. However, it could be slightly improved for clarity and academic impact by highlighting the methodology or scope. Here are two refined alternatives:
1. Spatio-Temporal Analysis of Urban Expansion Intensity in Kozhikode City and Surrounding Areas Using Remote Sensing and GIS

2 Mapping Urbanization Intensity and Directional Growth in Kozhikode, India: A 30-Year Spatio-Temporal 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 should start with a clear problem statement or aim of the study. The results section should highlight numerical or comparative outcomes more clearly. The abstract does not mention why these findings matter or how they benefit planning/policy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates appropriate use of remote sensing, GIS techniques, and spatial indices to analyze urbanization patterns over time. The use of Landsat imagery combined with buffer gradient analysis, along with quantification through Urbanization Intensity Index (UII) and Urbanization Proportional Index (UPI), is methodologically appropriate and well-aligned with established practices in urban geography and geoinformatics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Adequate and mostly recent. APA formatting is consistent, though minor edits are needed (e.g., misplaced punctuation in some entries).
	

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


	The language of the article is generally understandable and conveys the intended scientific content, but it requires moderate revision to meet the standards of scholarly communication. Grammatical errors and awkward phrasing, E.g., “Kozhikode also referred as Calicut” → should be “Kozhikode, also referred to as Calicut,”

E.g., “City is spreading towards…” → should be “The city is expanding towards…”
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript should be revised based on the following suggestions or comments before publication:

1. Introduction

- Could you please clarify the research gap and objective explicitly in the opening paragraph.

- Could you please provide a stronger justification for selecting Kozhikode as the study area in terms of its planning or ecological significance beyond its growth rate.

- Please improve the flow and reduce redundancy in contextual background (e.g., multiple references to the same urban growth sources).

2. Materials and Methods

- Please define technical terms more clearly (e.g., “aeolotropic buffer analysis”) and explain the rationale for using buffer distances (e.g., 2 km intervals).

- Improve the clarity of image processing steps, including classification accuracy and validation metrics, if available.

- Could you please clearly differentiate between UPI and UII, their interpretations, and why both were necessary.

3. Results and Discussion

- Please reduce repetition in place names and descriptions; prioritize interpretation over listing.

- Summarize key findings using comparative data (e.g., highlight zones with highest growth rates).

- Discuss urbanization drivers more analytically (e.g., migration, infrastructure, land market), not just descriptively.

- Could you please provide policy implications more directly linked to findings, especially regarding peri-urban management and transport infrastructure.

4. Conclusion

- Restate the major findings concisely.

- Emphasize the scientific and planning significance of the work.

- Avoid repeating detailed locations; instead, focus on broader insights, such as directional growth trends and planning recommendations.

5. Figures and Tables

- Please ensure all figures have clear labels, legible text, and informative captions.

- Please consider combining or simplifying maps and directional graphs (e.g., UII/UPI by direction) to reduce clutter.

- Could you please ensure all tables include units where relevant and consistent formatting (e.g., decimal alignment, ha for area).

- Figure 5’s panel labels (a–h) should be matched with respective directional graphs clearly.

- Include figure and table references in the text more systematically (e.g., "as shown in Figure 2").
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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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