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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.


	Thank you for the careful work on this long time-series analysis. I enjoyed reading how your maps and statistics work together to show three decades of urban growth in Pune/PCMC. The study clearly documents substantial built-up expansion, vegetation decline, and the draw-down of barren land, supported by consistent accuracy assessments giving planners evidence they can act on. In fast-growing Indian metros, this kind of longitudinal, accuracy-checked mapping is genuinely useful for policy conversations on green/blue infrastructure and urban heat.
This article presents new, primary analysis (multi-temporal Landsat data, supervised classification, accuracy assessment, and change-detection results) with methods, results, and conclusions
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and aligned with the aims, methods, and geography. It reads well for indexing no change needed.
	

	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 flows and touches all essentials (aim, data, methods, key results, implications). To help readers grasp the “so what,” consider one sentence on practical actions e.g., “Prioritize riparian buffers, hill-slope protection, and urban greening in PMR development control.” This light tweak will signal policy relevance upfront
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The geospatial workflow is appropriate and well executed (multi-temporal Landsat, supervised MLC, change detection), and the accuracy figures (≈89–92%) inspire confidence in the trend interpretation. Figures and class narratives are consistent with your tables and maps. Overall, the analysis is sound and repeatable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Up-to-date and relevant (including 2023–2025). If you wish to broaden the comparative lens, consider adding at most 2–3 studies from Africa or Latin America on urban growth–LULC–heat/green loss interplay to show generalizability without bloating the list.
	

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


	Readable and scholarly. A quick polish pass to shorten a few long sentences in the Introduction would make it even smoother.
	

	Optional/General comments


	the work relies on satellite data, maps, and field checks consistent with standard practice.
Two small additions could help readers act on your results: (1) A short “Policy Implications” paragraph (green corridors, hill-slope conservation, stricter buffers for waterbodies). (2) Figure captions that briefly spotlight the key change. These are light edits that increase applied value without new analysis.
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