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	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.


	· Provides a balanced comparative evaluation of data-driven (GIS-RFR) and expert-driven (GIS-AHP) methods.

· Integrates climate resilience implications, linking methodological outcomes with broader policy and planning goals.

· Strong literature foundation, citing relevant studies from diverse geographic contexts.

· Discussion highlights trade-offs of objectivity vs. contextual sensitivity, which is insightful for both researchers and practitioners.

· Concludes with a valuable proposal for hybrid approaches combining statistical rigor, expert judgment, and machine learning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, informative, and well-aligned with the content. It reflects both methodological comparison and the broader climate resilience context. However, it may be slightly long. A more concise version could be:

“Comparing GIS-RFR and GIS-AHP Methods for Flood Susceptibility Mapping: Methodological Trade-offs and Climate Resilience”
	

	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 is well-structured and effectively summarizes the purpose, methods, results, and implications. It captures both the methodological insights and the applied significance. However:

· It could be more quantitative by including key metrics (e.g., AUC values for GIS-RFR, % basin classified as high susceptibility in GIS-AHP).

· Future directions are well-articulated, but shortening the abstract slightly may improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript’s methods, evidence, and conclusions are scientifically sound for a mini-review. It accurately describes RFR (data-driven) vs AHP (expert-weighted) approaches, quotes key metrics, and frames trade-offs appropriately. Minor revision to fix the citation year, strengthen linkage of percentages to sources/tables, and sharpen the validation-scope caveat. After these tweaks, the piece will be robust and ready.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are sufficient, recent, and cover both global and regional literature.

· However, some newer machine learning–based flood susceptibility studies could be included to enhance the future directions section.
	

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


	Overall English is clear, but some sentences are lengthy and could be streamlined for readability. Minor grammatical refinements are recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Justification: The manuscript is technically sound, well-structured, and relevant to climate resilience and geospatial risk analysis. Its primary limitation lies in a lack of original methodological contribution and limited visual representation of the comparative approaches. With improved clarity, inclusion of illustrative diagrams, and expanded discussion on uncertainty, this paper would make a strong contribution to the literature.
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