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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 manuscript addresses an important problem in geographic information science and text mining, namely the quantification of connectivity between geospatial entities extracted from unstructured text. By integrating co-occurrence statistics, semantic similarity, and spatial distance, the study contributes a structured and reproducible framework for entity connectivity analysis. The comparative evaluation of multiple machine learning models provides useful methodological insights for researchers working on geospatial text analytics, knowledge graph construction, and spatial decision-support systems. The findings are particularly relevant for sustainability and climate-related policy analysis, where textual sources remain a primary data resource.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope, methodology, and key components of the study. It accurately conveys the integration of textual and spatial features for evaluating geospatial entity connectivity.

	

	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. However, it could be improved by explicitly stating the main quantitative findings, such as the best-performing machine learning model and the key performance metrics. Additionally, briefly highlighting the practical implications of excluding geodesic distance in general-purpose texts would strengthen the abstract.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, with a clear methodology, appropriate use of machine learning algorithms, and well-defined evaluation metrics. The experimental design is logical, and the comparison between the two grading systems is systematically presented. Minor clarifications regarding parameter selection thresholds (e.g., co-occurrence and similarity cut-offs) would further enhance methodological transparency.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date, covering both foundational and recent work in NLP, geospatial analysis, and machine learning. The inclusion of recent studies on geographically grounded language models strengthens the literature review. No critical references appear to be missing.

	

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


	The language quality is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical issues and stylistic inconsistencies are present and can be corrected through careful proofreading or professional language editing.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-organized and supported by clear tables and figures. Including a brief discussion on computational scalability and potential optimization strategies would further enhance the practical relevance of the work. Overall, the study represents a valuable contribution with only minor revisions required.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified. The study relies on publicly available datasets and does not involve human subjects or sensitive personal data.
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