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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.


	Vegetation and its dynamics are indicators of environmental health; in this study, 10 selected Nigerian cities were reclassified. The NDVI analysis for 2015 and 2025 showed notable spatial and temporal variations in vegetation greenness across these cities. Hence, the manuscript and the study scientifically serve society.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title can be modified by including the study area and year of the study
	

	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.


	Even though the abstract is good, it should include a few points from the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is scientifically correct, but needs a revision

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Should add a few recent articles in 2025 and 2026 
	

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


	Too many spelling mistakes and grammatical issues are in the manuscript. I suggest a grammar check should be run either by plugging in  Microsoft Word or by a language expert to improve the quality of the MS, which is essential for the journal’s reputation
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The equations are the theoretical framework explained in the section of “2.3.3 Greenest Score (GS) Calculation” need valid in-text citations. Add a few valid citations and add them in the reference also.
2. Section 3.2 has a spelling mistake; correct the spelling of Greenness

3. The conclusion section is very shallow and it needs serious revision. 

Especially, “For example, a city may exhibit a high maximum NDVI, but if that high value               occurs over only a small fraction of the area, it does not represent the overall greenness of the city. Similarly, mean or median NDVI can mask the presence of small but ecologically important high-NDVI patches.” This sentence style cannot be acceptable in a conclusion section, instead you should thoroughly integrate the discussion part and summarise the statements of your study. 
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