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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 of significant value to the scientific community, as it systematizes the role of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) as a revolutionary tool in disaster management, enabling rapid, accurate, and cost-effective damage assessment. The study thoroughly describes the technical advantages of drone applications, such as real-time data acquisition, 3D modeling, and the monitoring of hazardous areas without risking human lives. In addition, the work makes an important contribution to applied science through the analysis of real-world cases, such as the earthquakes in Turkey and Syria, which helps identify technological gaps and outline strategic directions for future developments in artificial intelligence and system autonomy. Thus, the article serves as an important foundation for developing new emergency response protocols and strengthening global resilience to natural and technological disasters.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	In my opinion, the title of the article fully reflects the material covered and discussed, and does not require any additional corrections or clarifications.
	

	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 in the submitted manuscript is fairly informative and well structured, as it covers key aspects such as the role of UAVs, their technical capabilities, their impact on decision-making, and existing limitations. Analysis of the current abstract demonstrates several strengths, including a clearly defined relevance of the tool, a list of specific advantages – such as 3D mapping and real-time operation – and an outline of application areas in search-and-rescue operations and cargo delivery. However, to meet high academic standards, this section could be made even more comprehensive by addressing several gaps. First, where possible, the methodological basis should be added by briefly indicating that the study is grounded in a comprehensive review of the specialized literature and the analysis of specific historical case studies. Second, the research results should be specified more clearly; instead of general statements about “increased efficiency,” it would be advisable to note that the use of drones significantly reduces the time required to collect critically important data and minimizes risks for rescue teams, especially in areas with high radiation levels or complex terrain. Finally, the technological aspect of the work should be mentioned. Since the article discusses specific software (ArcGIS, Pix4D) and the use of advanced sensors (LiDAR), a brief reference to the role of multisensor integration would substantially strengthen the technical and scientific weight of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The presentation of the material is logical and coherent, with relevant references to related studies. The writing style demonstrates all the characteristics of academic writing, adhering to appropriate stylistic conventions and using current, field-specific terminology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The reference list is generally adequate and includes mostly recent and relevant publications that reflect the current state of research on this topic. Nevertheless, it could be further enriched by adding additional sources identified through a careful review of the manuscript to determine statements that would benefit from further supporting citations. These improvements would further strengthen the scientific foundation of the study and enhance its reliability and completeness. It is also advisable to check the existing references for the presence of DOI identifiers and include them where they are missing in order to improve accessibility and ease of navigation for interested readers.
	

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


	In my opinion, yes. However, since I am not a native English speaker, I cannot consider myself an expert in this section.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. In the current version of the article, the methodology is described in general terms. We suggest that the authors more clearly specify the criteria used for selecting the literature sources and case studies (e.g., from the last 10 years, by sensor type, or by geographic principle).

2. The mention of “swarm technologies” is appropriate but requires further detail. I recommend adding information on specific examples of such applications, if available, which would further strengthen the article’s argumentation.

3. The annotation refers to “regulatory norms” as a barrier. This is valid; however, we suggest adding a brief analysis of international standards (e.g., International Civil Aviation Organization or specific flight regulations in emergency zones), as this is a critical barrier to the implementation and use of drones.

4. It is stated that drones are “cost-effective.” Therefore, we suggest providing at least approximate calculations or references to studies comparing the cost of one hour of helicopter flight versus a professional drone during the monitoring of natural disaster impacts.

5. During disasters, drones may capture private data of people in critical situations. We recommend briefly adding information on data protection and ethical protocols for the use of imagery collected in disaster zones.

6. Since the article mentions ArcGIS and Pix4D, we also suggest briefly describing the advantages of cloud-based data processing solutions (e.g., DroneDeploy), which enable orthophotos to be transmitted to rescue headquarters within minutes via 4G/5G.

7. Natural disasters are often accompanied by storms, heavy rainfall, or strong winds. A critical review should be added regarding protection standards (e.g., IP45/IP67) that drones must meet to operate in extreme conditions.

8. I suggest adding a short paragraph or comparison table showing where drones outperform satellites (resolution, cloud cover) and where they are less effective (area coverage) in order to highlight the unique niche of UAVs.
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