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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.


	This study makes a meaningful contribution to the growing body of literature examining human mobility and outdoor recreation during the COVID-19 pandemic. By focusing specifically on the influence of different COVID-19 variants (Base, Alpha, Delta, and Omicron) on park visitation in two contrasting U.S. cities, the paper adds a temporal and geographical granularity that is often missing in broader pandemic mobility research. The integration of SafeGraph mobility data with demographic and socioeconomic information from the U.S. Census and Social Explorer enriches the spatial and social dimensions of the analysis. The findings provide practical insights for urban planners and public-health officials regarding the role of parks as adaptive spaces during health crises, and they highlight issues of equity in park accessibility across demographic groups. Overall, the work holds relevance for the fields of geography, environmental planning, and public-health resilience. 

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the scope and approach of the study. It is clear, informative, and includes the main variables (mobility data, recreational activity, COVID-19 variants). However, author might consider more specific and highlight the case study context such as 
“Assessing Changes in Outdoor Recreation Using Mobility Data: A Comparative Analysis of Park Visitation Across Major COVID-19 Variants in Atlanta and Miami”

	

	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 provides a concise overview of the research context, data sources, methods, and main findings. It effectively conveys the study’s purpose and results, although it could benefit from slightly more precision about the analytical methods and the key statistical outcomes. For example, the phrase “reveals significant differences” could be supported by mentioning the two-way ANOVA test and the variant-specific trends. Additionally, the authors might wish to shorten the introductory background sentences and allocate more space to highlight the main findings, implications, and limitations.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	From a scientific perspective, the manuscript is generally sound and methodologically appropriate. The use of SafeGraph mobility data, integration of socioeconomic and demographic information, and application of mixed-measures ANOVA are suitable for the research questions posed. The results are well structured and logically interpreted. Some refinement of figures, for example clearer captions and units and more discussion of data bias and representativeness would further strengthen scientific rigor.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate, current, and relevant. Most citations are from 2020–2023, covering key studies on mobility, parks, and COVID-19 impacts.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and generally fluent English. The academic tone is appropriate, and the narrative flows logically from introduction to conclusion.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-structured and timely manuscript that makes a valuable contribution to understanding how human mobility and outdoor recreation patterns evolved across different COVID-19 variants. The analysis is thorough and methodologically sound, though the paper would benefit from minor language polishing and slight streamlining of long sentences to enhance clarity and scholarly flow.
The paper demonstrates strong analytical depth, a well-organized structure, and clear academic contribution to the study of human mobility and outdoor recreation during COVID-19. Minor issues with language clarity and sentence length slightly reduce readability but do not detract from the scientific merit.
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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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