
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Current Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJOCR_13968

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Remote Sensing and Deep Learning for Forest Fire Risk Mapping: from GI Science Approach

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 of undeniable importance, especially as it addresses a highly relevant and timely topic. It provides policymakers with tools to prevent the occurrence of forest fires. This will help reduce their impact and contribute to the sustainable management of forest resources. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate
	

	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 needs to be thoroughly revised in terms of content.  

Every scientific article abstract should include:  

- Context  

- Objective  

- Methodology  

- Key findings  

While the first three elements are addressed, the results are missing!  

Additionally, the methodology is too long and vague. It must be precise and concise.

To ad, there are too many keywords there should be no more than five

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific rigor of the manuscript needs to be revised. There are several limitations that must be improved:  

- The manuscript is not sufficiently documented (particularly the section on concept clarification).  

- Moreover, for such a study, it is scientifically unacceptable not to use mapping to illustrate the revealed results.  

- Furthermore, the results are not discussed. What is presented in the manuscript as a discussion does not actually qualify as one.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The bibliographic references are, on the whole, diverse and recent. However, additional references càn be consulted, especially for the discussion: 
· Kang, Y. et al. (2022). A deep learning model using geostationary satellite data for forest fire detection. International Journal of Remote Sensing

· Chen, X. et al. (2024). Comparative study of machine learning methods for forest fire area identification using Sentinel‑1B & 2A. Frontiers in Remote Sensing.

· Moghim, S. & Mehrabi, M. (2024). Wildfire assessment using machine learning algorithms in different regions. Fire Ecology, 20, 104. 
· Guiop‑Servan, R. E., Cotrina‑Sanchez, A., Puerta‑Culqui, J., Oliva‑Cruz, M., & Barboza, E. (2025). Remote Sensing for Wildfire Mapping: A Comprehensive Review of Advances, Platforms, and Algorithms. Fire, 8(8), 316. 


	

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


	From a formal point of view, the manuscript is well-written with a generally satisfactory style. The text is fairly well-spaced. Writing standards are generally well respected, which facilitates reading. However, a careful proofreading of the manuscript should be done to correct the typos and errors that remain in the text.
However, The author(s) spent time listing information without explaining, announcing, or introducing it, which hinders clear understanding. It is therefore essential to introduce sections and subsections to enhance comprehension.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The analysis of the document's form and content leads to the conclusion that the author(s) have addressed a subject of undeniable interest and relevance. However, this scientific rigor should be enhanced by taking into account the various observations made
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None
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