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	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 publication is significant to the scientific community because it illustrates how coastal hazards affect Casiguran, Aurora's agricultural areas. Comprehending these impacts is essential for formulating strategies for mitigation and sustainable land management. Researchers and policymakers working on climate resilience in coastal areas can benefit from the findings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title is clear and relevant to study, but "Impact of Coastal Hazards on Agricultural Lands: A Case Study of Casiguran, Aurora" is more specific and engaging.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, covering the study's aims, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, I suggest the following improvements:
Improve the transition from results to conclusions by explicitly linking key findings to the recommended adaptive solutions. Adding a sentence about potential future research directions could enhance the abstract’s impact and relevance for further studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is properly executed and data interpretations are logically sound.
However, I recommend verify: Accuracy and relevance of the data collection process. Appropriateness of the Garrett Ranking Method for the type of data analyzed, whether conclusions are well-supported by the findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript appear to be sufficient and relevant, However, I have the following suggestions: to include the recent sources (2023–2024) demonstrates up-to-date research.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-structured, clear, and professionally written, effectively presenting research findings in a logical and coherent manner, Minor grammatical errors to be correct and words choice and phrasing needs to reconsider.
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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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