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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.

	This manuscript introduces a robust reclassification-based Greenest Score (GS) that overcomes key limitations of conventional NDVI summary statistics in heterogeneous landscapes. By integrating vegetation intensity with spatial extent, the proposed framework provides a more ecologically meaningful representation of greenness across space and time. The method enhances comparability across regions and scales, offering a valuable tool for vegetation monitoring, urban ecological assessment, and sustainability research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The current title is good and scientifically sound, but it is a bit long and slightly repetitive (“Greenness” appears twice) and can be sharpened to better highlight the methodological innovation.
Suggested alternative titles
Method-focused (recommended):
“A Reclassification-Based Greenest Score for Improved NDVI Analysis in Heterogeneous Landscapes”
Remote sensing–oriented:
“Beyond Mean NDVI: A Reclassification-Based Framework for Quantifying Vegetation Greenness”
Urban / applied ecology focus:
“An Area-Weighted NDVI Approach for Assessing Vegetation Greenness in Mixed Urban Landscapes”
	

	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.

	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well written, and it clearly communicates the problem, methodological innovation, case study, and key findings. However, a few targeted refinements would improve clarity, balance, and impact—especially from a reviewer’s perspective.
Areas for improvement
Slightly overloaded with numerical detail for an abstract
The broader scientific relevance could be stated more explicitly
Some sentences can be tightened to improve flow and readability
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes,
Examples of relevant literature that could be cited (please check for fit and relevance to your specific focus):

A recent review on vegetation index limitations and alternatives (2020–2024).

Studies applying weighted or spatially explicit metrics for vegetation assessment in mixed land covers.

Urban remote sensing research that integrates spatial context into greenness assessments.
	

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

	Yes
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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