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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 is relevant for researchers in urban studies, geography, and spatial planning. It contributes to understanding the directional urban growth patterns using well-established geospatial techniques.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is appropriate and descriptive. However, a suggestion:

 Spatio-Temporal Assessment of Urban Growth Intensity in Kozhikode City and Suburbs, India
	

	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 but needs improvement in structure and completeness. Suggestions: 

i. Include study need and rationale in 1–2 lines.

ii. Briefly mention data used (Landsat imagery, years).

iii. Explain methodology (Buffer Gradient Analysis, UPI & UII).

iv. Add a summary of key results with values or direction.

v. End with relevance/implications.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Introduction: 

i. Introduction may be more elaborated to include more relevant studies using the methodology used.

ii. Justification of the study area and methodology used is not clear.

iii. Clearly define the objectives and need of the study and its relevance, importance in body of knowledge.

Methodology 

The study is scientifically sound and technically robust. However, methodology could be enhanced with:

i. Validation/accuracy assessment of classified data.

ii. Explanation of classification error matrix (omission/commission).

iii. Clear justification for buffer distance selection.

Results and Discussions: 

The manuscript lists numerous specific locations (e.g., suburbs, neighborhoods, buffer zones) throughout the Results and Discussion sections. While this detail is valuable, the extensive narrative makes it difficult for readers to spatially relate or retain the information effectively. Suggestions: 

i. Convert major location-wise listings into a table

ii. Additionally, maps showing location labels for each buffer zone or directional growth slice would vastly improve readability and spatial interpretation.

.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	More references may be added to enhance the literature review. 

Include more recent and regional comparative studies post-2021.

	

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


	Language is generally good, but minor grammatical issues and redundancy appear across sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript may be accepted after the suggested revisions. 
	


	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)
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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