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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.


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and pressing issue in the field of sustainable development and infrastructure planning. So that importance of the investigations lies in its interdisciplinary approach. By merging perspectives from engineering, urban planning, social science, and environmental governance, the study acknowledges especially in inclusion section that resilience is not solely a technical outcome, but also a product of social processes and stakeholder engagement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	With respect to title of the suitability, this title is both clear and informative. It perfectly reflects the dual focus of the paper: (1) the co-design process and (2) its application to building resilient infrastructure and other engineering fields.
	

	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 a compelling and structured summary of paramount important contribution to participatory infrastructure planning. With minor amendment to clarity and the abstract section should be written as single paragraph, finally it would serve as a excellent introduction to the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Research methodology principle claims that In its methodological, conceptualization, and theoretical grounding method, the paper looks to be scientifically perfect.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	wish to incorporate the following latest paper as references in this manuscript 
1. Sarah Bell. (2023).Co‑Designing Infrastructures : Community collaboration for liveable cities – A comprehensive monograph on co-design processes and community-led infrastructure solutions. UCL Press.  https://doi.org/10.14324/111.9781800082229 

2. RAND Corporation, Santa Monica. (2023). Community-Level, Participatory Co-Design for Landslide Warning with Implications for Climate Services. Sustainability 2023, 15(5), 4294; https://doi.org/10.3390/su15054294 


	

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


	The manuscript contains numerous grammatical mistakes. To improve the quality of manuscript article, consider using proofreading tools like Grammarly.

	

	Optional/General comments


	While mentioning or reference parameters, try to use number style instead of bullet style
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Girmay Mengesha Azanaw, University of Gondar, Ethiopia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

