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Review Form 3


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 research is quite interesting considering that resilience is an important thing in a region/country, especially after experiencing a disaster and calamity. One indicator of a country's success can be seen from the ability of the community to survive and rise to organize a better life after going through difficult times.

It is necessary to explain in more detail the factors contained in the research indicators, as well as the scientific arguments related to the scoring system in the table on page 6 of the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the manuscript is in accordance with the contents/substance of the discussion.

It's pretty good, no need to revise the manuscript title.
	

	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 content of the abstract is pretty good, but it would be more comprehensive if several important aspects were added.

It would be good to include the obstacles and limitations of the research in the abstract, so that it can be valuable input for readers who will research similar themes, so that the results will be even better.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is considered to contain scientific principles.

Please added information in the methodology section, whether to use the Explanatory Sequential Mixed Method (phase 1 quantitative stage, followed by phase 2 qualitative stage), or vice versa Exploratory Sequential Mixed
Method, or Convergent Mixed Method (quantitative and qualitative phases are carried out simultaneously, not sequentially).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used are quite adequate.

References from research in the last 5 years could be added to enrich the bibliography.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	In terms of English, the language used is quite good in terms of writing scientific papers.

It is quite good and easy to understand, but it would be better if there was a glossary for standard terms so that lay readers could understand them.

	

	Optional/General comments
	This manuscript already contains meaningful research results.

It would be even better if this manuscript was revised according to the notes/input written on this form.
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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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