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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 is valuable for researchers working with large-scale textual geospatial data. By proposing a grading system to quantify geospatial entity connectivity from unstructured texts, the study contributes to advancing spatial knowledge extraction beyond traditional structured data sources.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, precise, and clearly reflects the content, scope, and methodological focus of the manuscript.
	

	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, covering the motivation, methodology, evaluation approach, and key findings. However, it is recommended that the author(s) state the practical implication of the findings, and also mention the conditions under which geodesic distance should or should not be included in connectivity analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The use of multiple machine learning models and standard evaluation metrics strengthens the validity of the findings. The conclusions are also consistent with the results presented.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is extensive, and includes recent studies relevant to the subject of the manuscript.
	

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


	The language quality is generally suitable. The manuscript is clearly written, and maintains consistent terminology throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author(s) should add a sub-section that explicitly discusses the limitations of the study.
Also, an explanation of the grading logic (A, B, C, F) (and why D and E were not chosen) could satisfy readers curiosity, though not fundamental to the scientific underpinning of the work.
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