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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.


	In this modern world where traditional problems are solved with modern solutions, it is still important to know the traditional ways on how to mitigate disasters and its impact to people and to the environment. This article gives us a view on how traditional methods aid in disaster risk reduction. It also walks s through the fact about the resilience of people on disaster risk reduction.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is captivating in nature which is beneficial to the author/s and readers alike. It is clearly stating the things examined in the article. It is recommended to keep the 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 abstract shows the contents of the study which is important in presenting the research. But the research technique and analysis weren’t mentioned anywhere in the abstract. It is important to include these things in the abstract since the abstract shows the summary of the whole research article. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is somehow a confusion on my part as to the research method used. It is not quite clear what kind of technique was used in order to come up with the strategies. It is important to state this part since it will help readers know what technique was used in drawing out the strategies for disaster rick reduction.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient in terms of number but it is suggested to include more recent studies and literature.
	

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


	There are some terminologies, specifically in the water management part, which may not be familiar with the general public. These terms need to be defined in the sense that everyone can easily understand and know what it really is.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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