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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.


	paddy wetlands; recurrent flooding; a sustainable approach to disaster risk reduction; Sustainable wetland management contributes to reducing the impact of flood peaks – sustainable management of natural processes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly indicates that this is an original research article with application to a case study.
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	Abstract: Different subsections should be used, depending on the journal; The content is clear, but it is advisable to follow the journal's formatting.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper has scientific consistency to be published and contributes to the common good, especially locally. Some improvements enhance the research work.
Introduction: The context and scientific justification are clearly present, coherent, and well-founded theoretically. The research gap or problem is understood. I did not find the question(s).
Methodology: Could include the sample size and how the measurement instruments were validated; also include which databases were used for the bibliographic research, terms or keywords, and time period.
Conclusions: I did not find any empirical limitations of the study. It is a normative/prospective study. Monitoring by future computational techniques is a good prospect.
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