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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.

	This study is important because it looks at how coastal flooding affects both the environment and people’s lives in Muaragembong, Indonesia. It combines ecological and economic perspectives, which is rare in similar research. The findings can help governments and communities plan better strategies to reduce flood risks and improve resilience.
	

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

	The title is suitable because it clearly explains what the study is about: coastal flooding impacts and community vulnerability in Muaragembong. No change is needed.
	

	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 is clear and well-structured. It explains the aim, methods, results, and conclusion. However, it could briefly mention the key data points e.g. economic loss figure, e.g.  US$1M etc. to make the book chapter more attractive to the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. It uses proper methods like GIS mapping, MICMAC analysis, and economic loss estimation. The results are logical and supported by data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are sufficient and recent. They include studies from 2016–2024, which is good. Adding one or two global adaptation strategy papers could make it stronger.
	

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

	
The language is generally good for scholarly communication. Some sentences are long and technical. Shortening them and using simpler words would make the paper easier to read, specifically for the readers from different discipline. Overall language quality is good



	

	Optional/General comments

	
· The paper is well-organized and covers ecological, social, and economic aspects. 
· Figures and tables are helpful, but captions should be more descriptive. 
· The conclusion is strong, but adding a short recommendation for policymakers would improve it.

	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No
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