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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.

	inclusiveness; flood; resilience; social-ecological system; data-driven
	

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

	The title reflects the study itself.
	

	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 summary is clear to the reader.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The document is well written in terms of clarity and structure.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The bibliography is adequate and includes up-to-date topics
	

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

	
The text is well-structured and there are no significant grammar or spelling errors.



	

	Optional/General comments

	
In the methodology section, there is no mention of the software or tools used to generate the graphs and figures.

This is an interesting qualitative/theoretical study that deserves to be replicated in future research, but with quantitative data
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	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)
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