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	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 presentation of a frequency ratio model to assess flood susceptibility in regions with limited data available is quite interesting. Flood inventory data is essential for applying hydrological models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Nothing to add.
	

	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.


	Nothing to add.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In the introduction, repeating the meaning of acronyms/abbreviations is unnecessary. Simply describing what they mean the first time is sufficient. Example: Frequency Ratio (FR)... already described in the abstract.

5.4:

The sentence "Based on the review of literature, it was identified that the huge amount of rainfall in a very short period is an affordable condition for the existence of flood hazards" mentions a literature review but doesn't specify which one.
In the sentence "Thus the flood level can be accomplished with the amount of rainfall experienced for a particular area," could the phrase refer to a specific amount of rainfall or a threshold?

The discussion of the results is missing. Add the point and compare the results obtained with at least two bibliographies already mentioned in the article.

The conclusions section should not include the study's limitations.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The introduction and last paragraph lack bibliographic references. What are the satellite and elite images, and what are their dates? What is the flood data inventory, and how can I access it? Or, it should also be mentioned that this is in the methodology.
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	In the figures and tables, you should include the source(s) and the year. Table 1 appears out of place in its title.
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