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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript provide idea on how 2D flood map could be utilized as early preparation in disaster management through possible risk assessment. Scientific community especially those involve in disaster management field could adopt and enhance the idea to simplify impact assessment task through integration with GIS, in identifying population and asset impacted. Furthermore, it could be a reference especially in regional context on applying GIS for flood risk assessment, as flood hazard map is develop based on regional characteristics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is related to the manuscript content
	

	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.


	Abstract written seems providing general information. Adding some technical information would be good to provide detail information of the manuscript and reflex the technical aspect of the manuscript.
My suggestions are:

1. In the abstract, author mentioned data used provided by federal and state agencies. Please state what is the data used to develop the GIS map/ tool.

2. Line 7, “The tool serves….”, The tool refers to system or specific tool used to do the flood assessment? It would be better to mention name of the tool for better understanding.

3. It would be better if the author mention the method or technique used to develop the interactive GIS map or tool. It seems the word used is not consistent, either it is a map or tool.

4. Line 9, “It’s real time….”, the word “It’s” is refer to? Please mention the name of the map/ system developed to highlight on the development of the end product.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Theoretically, the manuscript is correct with the use of GIS technology in flood disaster application. However, the manuscript is lack of result, with most of the discussion are highlighting the way forward or current application of the tool/map.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most of the cited references are not recent publication. I think it is good to add more recent references, as use of GIS for flood disaster management has been actively published in recent years due to climate change issue. Furthermore, some of the reference is localized to specific Illinois project. Hence, it is good to look on same application at different countries for comparability analysis.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, it is suitable
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Methodology is not clearly stated, for example: 
i) What is the specific data use to develop the flood map, and other overlaying layer data.

ii) How the flood map is develop? It is mentioned that flood map is develop using data from Table 1, but the explanation is not clear. Table 1 did not provide info of historical flood depth. Is the flood map already developed by the state agency?

iii) The workflow is not clear, better to include methodology workflow
2. Result section is not provided, so the clear image of the tool or model is not very clear. Figure 2 and 3 are better to be separated as result section, not in methodology section. 
To include overlaying result with other asset such as road network.

3. Discussion section is a bit general. It is better to add some relevant cases with exact value, for example: based on historical flood inundation, how many people will be affected in particular district or area, how many asset involved and what is the losses? And it is much better if the value could be compared to exact value of losses or affected people during the past event. 
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