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	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 studies conducted by Ulah Zhang (2020) and Murali Srinivasan (2025) were examined in detail. In these works, the flood susceptibility models GIS-RFR and GIS-AHP were compared, and their respective strengths and limitations were identified. The comparative analysis revealed that the GIS-RFR and GIS-AHP approaches possess complementary advantages and shortcomings in flood susceptibility mapping.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes, the title is appropriate to the content and purpose of the study.
	

	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.


	This mini review provides an in-depth and comprehensive account of the article’s abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although a total of 26 references were cited in this study, the comparative evaluation was based on only two publications. The remaining 24 sources mainly provide general information. Hence, it would be appropriate to incorporate at least two additional studies into the comparative analysis of the GIS-RFR and GIS-AHP approaches.
	

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


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The following arrangement should be made.
It would be appropriate to include at least two additional studies in the comparative analysis of GIS-RFR and GIS-AHP approaches. Most importantly, it would be appropriate to include at least two additional studies in the comparative analysis of GIS-RFR and GIS-AHP approaches. Consequently, Fig 1, Fig 2, Tables 1 and 2 should be updated accordingly.
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