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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 paper is very important for researchers, managers, and policymakers who are trying to understand how organizations can better prepare for crises and handle uncertainty. The topic is highly relevant today because organizations around the world are regularly facing unexpected challenges like pandemics, cyberattacks, climate disasters, and geopolitical disruptions.
By bringing together ideas from several different fields such as risk management, leadership studies, and resilience theory, the paper gives a broad and well-organized picture of how organizations can build long-term strength. The proposed three-pillar framework (strategic risk management, resilient leadership, and adaptive organizational systems) is a practical tool that managers and policymakers can directly use.
Overall, this paper adds meaningful value to the existing scientific literature and provides useful guidance that can be applied in real-world settings.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and suitable.
	

	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 generally well-written and covers the main points of the paper. It clearly explains the problem (organizations facing crises), the purpose (building resilience), the approach (conceptual framework), and the three pillars of the framework.
However, the following points need attention:
1. The abstract does not mention the research methodology clearly. Since this is a conceptual paper based on literature review, one sentence should clearly state this (e.g., "This is a conceptual study based on a review of interdisciplinary literature…").
2. The abstract does not mention any limitations of the study. At least one sentence about this would make it more balanced.
3. The abstract is a bit long. Some sentences are repeated or can be made shorter.
4. It would be helpful to state clearly who the target audience is (managers, policymakers, and researchers).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound. The arguments are logical, well-supported by references, and the ideas flow in a clear and organized manner. The three-pillar conceptual framework is reasonable and well-constructed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally recent (mostly 2021-2025) and quite large in number (over 50 references), which shows a good coverage of the recent literature.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally good. The paper is written in clear, formal academic English and is easy to understand. Most sentences are well-structured and grammatically correct.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. MAJOR Structure: A separate Methodology section is missing. The paper must explain how the literature was reviewed and sources were selected.

2. MAJOR Figure: Figure 1 appears as a placeholder or unclear image. A clear, high-resolution figure of the integrated framework must be provided.

3. MAJOR References: Several references show year ‘2026’. Authors must verify these are actually published and not ‘in press’. Correct citation format accordingly.

4. MODERATE Abstract: The abstract should clearly state the research method (conceptual/literature-based study) and add at least one sentence on limitations.

5. MODERATE Limitations: The limitations section needs to be expanded. Lack of empirical testing, possible selection bias, and sector-specific applicability should be discussed.

6. MODERATE References: One reference (Tavares et al., 2025- a mobile health app) does not appear relevant to the paper's topic. Check and remove if not applicable.

7. MINOR Spelling: Heading 'REFRENCES' should be corrected to 'REFERENCES'.

8. MINOR Language: Some very long sentences should be broken into shorter ones for better readability.

MINOR Scope: The paper should clarify which types of organizations the framework best applies to (size, sector, public/private).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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