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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.


	This manuscript is important because it shows how drones can improve disaster response and recovery. The study explains that drones can quickly collect information, map damaged areas, and reach dangerous or inaccessible locations, helping authorities make faster and better decisions. It also links technology with real-world disaster management through practical examples and applications. Overall, the research provides useful knowledge for emergency planning and public safety and supports efforts to reduce damage and save lives during disasters.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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.


	1. it is too descriptive and similar to an introduction.

2. The research objective is not clearly stated.

3. The methodology used in the study is missing.

4. The main results or findings are not presented.

5. The conclusion is general and not based on specific study outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The concepts are correct, but the paper does not have enough clear methods, data, and scientific analysis.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Partly sufficient, but not fully recent.
	

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


	The English can be understood, but it is not suitable for an academic paper
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The topic is interesting and relevant, especially for disaster management and emergency response.

2. The paper needs clearer research structure (aim, methods, results, and conclusion).

3. More scientific analysis and supporting data should be added.

4. The abstract should briefly state the objective, method, and main findings.

5. Improve the English language and sentence clarity.

6. Add more recent and high-quality references.

7. The conclusion should be more specific and based on study findings, not general statements.
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