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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is
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Compulsory REVISION comments It seems that the title of the manuscript can be shortened and mentioned in a much more concise manner.

- Frankly and logically speaking the abstract should discuss and mention the aims, methodology, limitations, future research and as
such which it seems it hasn’t been prepared in place.

- It's better to point out the foot note mentioned in the “abstract” section in the “introduction” section.

- It seems that the study area should have been defined much more accurately. For this the author better rearrange and complete the
definition of the study area.

- As mentioned on page 2 in the footnote section, No.2: “BBC News (September 2019) Hurricane Dorian: Scale of Dorian Devastation
Emerges. https://www.bbc.com/news/world-latin-america-49574900", and also similar references, the author could have used a much
more scientific reference instead of the media such as the Meteorological Organisation or as such.

- It seems that more information is needed on the research methodology for preparation of a rather more scientific article.

- It seems that the references could have been up to date and more accurate instead of just referring to websites!
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