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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.


	This manuscript fills a critical gap in disaster science by developing the first context-specific framework for household earthquake preparedness in Tanzania's urban areas. It provides a practical, evidence-based tool with weighted parameters that can directly guide vulnerability reduction efforts in similar developing regions. The study advances scientific understanding of localized disaster resilience while offering a replicable mixed-methods approach for hazard preparedness assessment globally.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable.
The title clearly states the study's focus (framework), scope (household earthquake preparedness), and location (Bukoba, Tanzania).

Alternative suggestion (optional):
"Context-Specific Framework for Household Earthquake Preparedness in Bukoba, Tanzania"
(Adds "Context-Specific" to emphasize novelty and local relevance.)
	

	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 comprehensive but could be strengthened by briefly stating the research gap and practical implications. Some methodological details could be condensed to emphasize the framework'applicability for disaster risk reduction in similar contexts.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct overall. The mixed-methods design is appropriate and methodologically sound, with rigorous data analysis using content analysis and descriptive statistics. Findings are logically presented and well-supported by existing literature. Minor clarifications on sampling limitations would enhance robustness, but no fundamental scientific flaws exist.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent, incorporating key works from 2004 to 2024, including foundational and cutting-edge studies on earthquake preparedness, disaster management frameworks, and Tanzania-specific contexts. They adequately cover global perspectives (e.g., UNDRR, OECD) and local research (e.g., Majamba 2022, URT documents).

Suggested additions (optional):
· Include Twigg (2015) Disaster Risk Reduction: Good Practice Review for broader African disaster resilience context.

· Add Kelen et al. (2019) Validation of disaster preparedness tools to strengthen methodological justification.

Overall, the reference list supports the study’s claims effectively.
	

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


	The language quality is suitable for scholarly communications overall, with minor grammatical errors (e.g., occasional article omissions, inconsistent capitalization of terms like "East African Rift Systems") that do not impede comprehension. Technical terminology (e.g., "seismic performance," "mixed-methods design") is used correctly, and arguments are logically structured. Recommendation: Light copyediting for grammar and consistency would enhance readability, but the manuscript meets academic standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths:
· Addresses critical gap in disaster preparedness tools for low-to-moderate seismic regions.

· Mixed-methods approach and contextual weighting (5 parameters, 16 indicators, 45 sub-indicators) offer practical, evidence-based framework.

Recommendation:
· Explicitly contrast framework with global tools (e.g., Sendai Framework) to highlight novelty for local contexts.

Impact:
Provides replicable model for earthquake preparedness in similar Global South settings, strengthening community resilience science.
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