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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 presents helpful understandings of spatial planning as well as long-lasting urban development in Makran Coastal Strip in southern Iran that has been constantly exposed to natural hazards. Land suitability is being modeled with the blend of geospatial along with expert judgments-derived weighting frameworks. Regional planners, environmental scientists as well as policymakers can leverage of the study findings based on the ability of the research to bring to light the challenges in addition to prospects in any efforts to physically expand the residential land use in locations having intricate geomorphological characteristics. The paper also adds to the existing literature on long-termed development of natural disaster endemic coastal regions globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is fairly suitable. However, to reflect the key methodological framework which is geospatial technology (GIS and remote sensing) as well as to get better discoverability in search engines, you may consider this: “Geospatial Assessment of Suitable Areas for Residential Development along the Makran Coastal Strip, Southern Iran”.
	

	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 detailed with obvious synopsis of the background to the research, methodology as well as major findings. Nevertheless, ‘Makran coasts’ should be replaced with ‘Makran coastal strip’, main analytical approach which is ‘WLC’ model and ‘SRTM DEM’ should be written in full at first mention with acronyms on subsequent mention. Inclusion of a short and snappy statement regarding the implications of study findings for sustainable coastal land use management or urban planning in the last part will suffice.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has high scientific quality with robust methodological framework with blend of empirically established spatial multi-criteria analytical procedure and verifiable datasets and sources. The key parameters are clearly operationalized and can easily be reproduced and Figures as well tables well articulated. The results are logically interpreted with lucid connections to the environmental and cultural factors.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent depicting authors extensive exploration and synthesis of literature on the subject. However, there are some improperly presented, not cited in the text, duplicate, incomplete, etc references. (Please refer to the manuscript for detail) 
	

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


	The language/English quality of the article is very suitable for scholarly communications
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript adds to the current debate on long-termed development solutions to natural disaster endemic coastal regions globally while providing data for the Makran coastal region in southern Iran. However, there is need to synthesize the study findings with existing literature with the view to establish it corroborations and/or refutations. Again, the keywords are NOT suitable. Again, there is need to include a brief section on the policy implications for urban planners or disaster-risk managers in Iran to boost its functional impact. 
Besides, in event where the schematic diagram of the methodological flow (starting from parameters → weighting → WLC output), this may like likely aid visualization. 

Similarly, authors may consider using other keywords like ‘Residential’ which appear 41 times in the text, ‘Development’ (71 times), ‘Areas’ (95 times), ‘Urban’ (74 times), ‘physical development’ (24 times), ‘Coastal’ (24 times), etc for strong visibility in search engines and academic indexing databases
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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