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	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 paper highly contributes to the area of the disaster risk reduction, and specifically the hydrometeorological hazards on the municipal level. 

· The research will offer empirical data in the region regarding disaster response processes, which are essential towards enhancing the resilience of the community and enhancing operational preparedness. 

· Nevertheless, the topic was significant but the manuscript needs a great deal of enhancement on methodological rigor, statistical analysis, and theoretical background to make it more scientific.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is informative but for more concise and academically precise
Suggestion: Assessment of Disaster Response Mechanisms to Hydrometeorological Hazards: Evidence from Municipal Responders in the Rinconada District
	

	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 provides a general overview; however, several critical issues need to be addressed. The abstract states that chi-square analysis was conducted, but no such results are presented in the manuscript. It lacks specific quantitative findings. Required Improvements on;
· Include key numerical results

· Clarify or remove chi-square analysis

· Avoid unsupported general conclusions
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study also has significant methodological and statistical improvement, such as the lack of inferential analysis (although it is stated that the study is a correlational one), no chi-square findings are reported, and excessive use of descriptive statistics. Some of the interpretations have been shown not to be supported by data and critical questions like instrument reliability, validity and treatment of Likert-scale data need to be clarified 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are partially adequate but require improvement
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate to substantial language revision, check highlighted text within manuscript
	

	Optional/General comments


	A major revision is required to improve clarity, coherence, and scientific quality
The manuscript demonstrates practical relevance and has the potential to contribute to disaster risk reduction research at the local level. 

However, substantial revisions are required in terms of statistical analysis, methodological clarity, theoretical grounding, and academic writing quality. 

Addressing these issues will significantly improve the manuscript’s suitability for publication.

Address in-text comments in details in the manuscript
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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