Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Geography, Environment and Earth Science International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JGEESI_147098

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Using Mobility Data to Evaluate Changes in Outdoor Recreational Activity Across Major COVID-19 Variants

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	I strongly believe that this manuscript represents a valuable contribution to the field of computational social science or human mobility studies, as it exemplifies the productive use of large-scale, anonymous mobility data, in this instance provided by SafeGraph, to understand sophisticated forms of public behaviours in reaction to emerging iterations of a continually unfolding crisis, such as pandemics. Furthermore, this research focuses upon park visitation behaviour during individual waves of different variants of COVID-19, allowing for a more precise look at this form of pandemic behaviour, rather than just studies that examine behaviour during a general or aggregated pandemic, resolving seemingly conflicting results from past literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of this article is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and effectively fulfills its purpose.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I find it scientifically correct and methodologically sound overall. The work reflects an obvious comprehension of the data science concepts and adherence to conventional research practices.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is mostly adequate and properly up to date for the scope and character of this research. Most of the sources cited are 2020-2023. This is useful for a COVID-19 pandemic research paper because it shows that the authors are using the latest studies and information on this fast-changing subject. The article rightly references seminal sources to its approach, such as the SafeGraph schema (2020) and the U.S. Census Bureau. The writers have succeeded in basing their study on a firm foundation of current, pandemic-related literature and necessary technical records.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are overall suitable for academic communication. The writing is largely clear, formal, and communicates the research in an orderly and understandable manner.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It demonstrates commendable ability in handling large, complex datasets and applying rigorous statistical and spatial analysis to a socially relevant problem. The overall conclusion—that park visitation dynamics were more a product of the temporal characteristics of COVID-19 variants than of demographic or political variables that were static—is insightful and well-supported in the data.
	


	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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