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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 offers an interesting approach to determining urban growth in the Oeiras region. Although I have no criticisms regarding the geostatistical method for determining this growth, I believe that the text has many weaknesses in terms of the correct and accurate presentation of the data used for the preliminary statistical processing, as well as the process itself. The final results are not presented in the most convincing way, cartographically speaking.
	

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

	Since, the author doesn’t use only Kriging, it would be more precise to be: 

“Spatial Modeling of Urban Growth by Application of Statistical software and Kriging Estimator”
	

	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.

	And again, the using of other statistical methods and software prior to the kriging method should be added.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript lacks conciseness and has a number of inaccuracies. The main result is scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	They’re not precise. In many places, the cited page and year of publication are missing. Quoting an entire book regarding something specific without citing the actual page where it is written is unacceptable.

I would suggest the scope should be more on kriging in reading and citing books such as: 

“Interpolation of Spatial Data: Some Theory for Kriging” by Michael L. Stein, 1999.

or

“Spatial and Spatio-Temporal Geostatistical Modeling and Kriging” by José-María Montero, Gema Fernández-Avilés and Jorge Mateu, 2015.
	

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

	
Generally yes, but attention could be paid to spelling and text formatting.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
1. The introduction pays too much attention to geostatistics as a science and too little to kriging as a geostatistical method. I personally miss more geographical information about the Oeiras municipality. Why did the author focus on this particular area, what is there in it, etc. There are illegible symbols on page 3 – 

„It is a geostatistical linear estimator [Zx0, (see expression [3]) resulting from the linear combination of variable N, the estimation error being null (i.e., there is no bias) and the estimation variance is minimal. The  is the weight and xthe variable to estimate.  
[3] 				[Zx0x“

2. For the data and resources used on page 4 is written: “Cartography with buildings representation, kindly available by the Oeiras Municipality” – Where is it?
More: 
“Excel spreadsheet” – what kind of data is in that excel spreadsheet? Where can it be seen?
And more:
“ArGIS/Geoestatistical extension” – which ArcGIS software – ArcMap (version?) or ArcGIS Pro (version?)? I can see below with the pictures that it is ArcMap, but it should be stated specifically in the text, because there are differences between the Geospatistical Analyst of the two softwares and the outcome can be different.

3. On page 10 – “The spatial variograms calculation, for both variables, was performed using the GeoMS program.” This should be stated above in the previous chapter, discussing the variograms. 
4. On page 12 – where is the trend? Geostatistically, when we write about “trend” it should cover time and space. How could a person, reading this book chapter know what was the urban landscape before the kriging estimation? 
5. The figures presented (from Fig. 8 onwards) cannot be called "maps", as is done on page 11. To be a map, the figure must contain mandatory cartographic elements such as: a grid and a scale line, as well as some auxiliary ones such as: a north arrow, a title, etc. The pictures, in addition to not being maps, are also of low resolution and at this scale of formatting, their legends are illegible.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 details)
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