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PART 2:
	FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

	· The author used some abbreviations, like GIS, SDG, in the abstract. The long term should be included there because the abstract is a fundamental component to reflect all the key aspects of the study and attract readers.
· Also, the author can not keep the abbreviations as one of the key words. (NDVI).
· I would like to advise revising the numbering of topics and sub-topics. Eg: 1. Introduction
1.2 Study Area
1.3 Demography
2. Methodology
2.1 Data Collection
(Do not mention 1.1.0 Study area) (Do not put 5.0.0. Conclusion – just mention
5. Conclusion, 3.0.0 Informal Settlements in Berhampur City – just mention as 3. Informal Settlements in Berhampur City)
· I would like to suggest that the author wants to remove the sub-topic of “need of this study”. Mention the research gap in a paragraph.
· The author should consider how to put in-text citations in the paper.
· I would like to revise the figure numbering like Fig 1, Fig 2, Fig 3…etc (do not subdivide them as Fig 1 a, Fig 1 b..etc.
· The author repeated the objective twice, and the second objective must be changed. “The integration of GIS-based spatial analysis with field observations and planning perspectives”. This objective can not be an objective.
· Although the author mentioned on NDBI, the author did not include the details of downloaded satellite images like sensors, acquired date, and especially, accuracy assessments of NDBI by validating the results using sufficient sample points and a sample method. Without these, there is a problem of the reliability of this study.
· Methodology part should be rewritten, including sub-topics Data Collections and Data Analysis methods. The author did not clearly mention the methodology.
· I advise using the practical examples further to justify the results and discussion part.
· Some attached images like Figures 5 (a), (b), are not clear and difficult to read the details and legends.
· I advise the author/s to seek assistance from a native English speaker to significantly enhance the quality of the manuscript and use academic terminology.
Eg: Incomplete sentence “Besides, after the great” (line 10, page 14).
· I advise the author should mention the relevant source in the paragraph despite mentioning the website link/s. Basically, the details of the source are
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	mentioned under the reference list.
· I would like to suggest, the author should go through some published research papers and understand their writing patterns and structure according to the international standards.
· I detected Al-generated sentences in this paper.
Eg: “Development should prioritise vertical expansion for residential areas and horizontal growth for commercial and civic centres, creating multifunctional hubs”. ( line 06, page 14).
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	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this REVISED manuscript ( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )
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Accept (8-10)
Revision required: (4-8)
Rejected: (0-4)
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