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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.


	This manuscript contributes to the growing body of research on land surface temperature dynamics by quantitatively examining the role of topographic elements alongside vegetation in a tropical urban environment. The use of Landsat 8 thermal data integrated with AW3D30 DEM-derived parameters provides valuable empirical evidence from a region that is underrepresented in LST–topography studies. The findings are particularly relevant for urban climate research, environmental management, and heat mitigation strategies in rapidly urbanizing cities. Overall, the study offers practical insights that can support sustainable urban planning and climate adaptation initiatives.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and objectives of the study. It appropriately highlights the focus on topographic elements, land surface temperature, and the use of remote sensing and GIS techniques. No alternative title is necessary.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured, clearly stating the aim, data sources, methods, and key findings. However, minor improvement could be made by briefly mentioning the study period (acquisition date of the Landsat image) and the statistical methods used (e.g., correlation and regression analysis) to further strengthen clarity. Otherwise, the abstract effectively summarizes the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology for LST retrieval using the Radiative Transfer Equation is appropriate and well justified. The use of NDVI-based emissivity, DEM-derived topographic parameters, and grid-based statistical analysis is technically correct. The results are logically presented and supported by relevant literature. Minor clarifications in equations formatting and variable definitions would further improve scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include recent studies. The manuscript cites both foundational and contemporary literature related to LST, vegetation indices, and topographic effects. However, the reference list contains a duplicated citation (Yang et al., 2020), which should be corrected. The authors may also consider adding one or two recent urban heat mitigation or African urban climate studies for broader contextual relevance.
	

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


	The language quality is generally good and suitable for scholarly publication. The manuscript is clearly written, with logical flow and appropriate technical terminology. Minor grammatical issues, typographical errors, and occasional lengthy sentences should be revised to enhance readability and clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Figures are relevant and well integrated, but figure captions could be more descriptive for standalone interpretation.
2. Units and symbols in equations should be consistently formatted and clearly defined.

3. A brief discussion comparing findings with similar tropical or African cities would strengthen the discussion section.
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