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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Because it illustrates how GIS can improve commercial real estate development in emerging urban centers like Port Harcourt, the manuscript is important to the scientific community.  It provides practical insights for sustainable planning and development control by fusing policy evaluation with spatial analysis.  By using GIS to quantify compliance levels, the study fills a significant research gap and advances planning and governance techniques.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The focus and content of the study are appropriately reflected in the title.  The primary variable (GIS benefits) and the study site are both prominently displayed.  A slightly improved version, though, might read, "Assessment of the Role of Geographic Information Systems (GIS) in Enhancing Commercial Property Development in Port Harcourt, Nigeria," for greater clarity.
	

	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 thorough and organized properly.  It skillfully conveys the goal, procedures, conclusions, and suggestions.  To clarify the methodological rigor, it could be enhanced by including a line about the study's data analysis methodology (SPSS and ArcGIS).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound methodologically and scientifically.  Spatial GIS analysis combined with survey data offers a solid empirical foundation.  The statistical findings (mean, SD, and agreement levels) are displayed in an understandable manner.  The results rationally back up the stated goals.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are current, pertinent, and adequate.  Good currency is demonstrated by numerous citations (2020–2023).  To increase regional relevance, however, add a few more GIS applications based in Africa to property planning.
	

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


	The manuscript has a professional structure, is well-written, and is clear.  There is a suggestion for minor grammatical corrections (e.g., redundancy in section 3.1 and repeated figure captions).  The overall quality of the English is appropriate for academic publishing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is unique and beneficial to scholars and decision-makers alike.  Condensing repetitive figure captions and enhancing figure clarity (particularly in the layout maps) are two things the author might want to think about.  Readability would be improved by adding a conceptual framework diagram that illustrates the advantages of GIS throughout project phases.
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