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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 mandatory that authors should
write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The methodology is not structured and sequential steps should be clearly
put together

Introduction needs to mention present studies in this domain and the
research gap needs to be established

Grounding to literature is completely insufficient. Refer more structured
research paper and ground your work to national and international
literature.

Aim of the research is superficial. You need to be very clear and objective in
your aim and methodology following it.

Methodology needs to be rewritten. There is a lot of casual information of
performing measurability of susceptibility, resilience and exposure. But
there is no clear methodology for the same. Secondly even if you are trying
to use the people’s perception, it has to be objective while interpreting the
indicators and methodology needs to be stated clearly.

The attempted two components of research, change in river Bankline and
risk perception through survey are not interconnected appropriately.

At this point it is just data rich manuscript. But synthesis and analysis and
research output is completely missing.

The results are not drawn properly. Discussions are not done only. The
conclusion is almost not there. Rewrite discussion, and conclusion

Minor REVISION comments

Refer good research paper as your background research

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Revie

wer’s comment

here)

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

(If yes

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