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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 (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 is a timely and important contribution to the developing field of disaster risk management in that it presents a new policy framework for the inclusion of persons with disabilities. It flags a fundamental oversight in disaster response and preparedness actions - that is, the systematic exclusion of disabled persons - and offers a rights-based, inclusive policy solution grounded within international and national policy structures. Through its dual emphasis on critical perspectives of vulnerability, resilience, and equity, the article challenges policymakers and researchers to rethink existing disaster management systems. Its relevance traverses fields of social policy, public health, education, and disability studies and is a good contribution to interdisciplinary scientific scholarship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "A New Policy Framework Lens for Persons with Disabilities During Natural Disasters"

is reasonably descriptive but could be more precise and useful in research applications. The existing term "New Policy Framework Lens" is too general and does not clearly indicate the scope, focus of methodology, or geographical relevance of the study.

My suggestion "A Framework for Disability-Inclusive Policy During Natural Disasters: Challenges and Pathways"
	

	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 generally comprehensive, well-structured, and academic, but few minor refinements and inclusions can assist in clarifying its clarity, depth, and adherence to academic abstract conventions.

Clarify the Comparative Perspective:

The mention of Ghana, the U.S., and Australia is fine, but you could briefly outline why these countries were selected (e.g., high- versus low-income settings contrast or regional diversity).

Improve the Consistency of the Methodology Section

The phrase “three major gaps” is a bit unclear without defining the baseline. 

Suggested rewording:

“Addressing existing research limitations, this study advanced the field by (1) moving beyond single-theme analyses, (2) integrating the Social Model of Disability with human rights and intersectionality frameworks, and (3) offering applied policy recommendations for harmonising Ghana’s disability and disaster legislation.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in concept and relevant to the field of disaster policy and disability inclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient: Yes. The references used broadly support the topic and align with disaster policy, disability studies, and inclusive governance.

Recency: The references are current (example, from 2020-2024),there is a healthy mix of old and recent works.
Quantity: There over 60 references. This is adequate, The references span policy documents, international frameworks, and scholarly literature, making the list adequate for scholarly communication.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is richly themed, well-researched, and examines critical issues relative to disability-inclusive disaster risk reduction (DRR). It synthesizes international and LMIC settings (namely Ghana, the U.S., and Australia), drawn from solid theoretical basis in Social Model of Disability, Human Rights-Based Approach, and intersectionality. The text is academic, and literature review is comprehensive and current, with way over 60  references that include recent and landmark studies.
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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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