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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	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 manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides a deeper understanding of the gap between strong social solidarity and weak disaster prevention efforts. The study demonstrates that the effectiveness of flood mitigation is determined not only by ecological factors but also by the capacity to manage community participation in a sustainable manner. The proposed mitigation model enriches the literature on community-based disaster risk reduction by emphasizing the transformation of social capital into structured systems. These findings are relevant as a reference for research and disaster mitigation policies in flood-prone areas, particularly in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is generally suitable because it clearly reflects the topic (flood disaster mitigation), approach (community-based), and study location (Kalibaru Wetan Village, Banyuwangi Regency). It is informative and consistent with the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly presents the research aims, methodology, key findings, and main contribution. It provides sufficient context and allows readers to quickly understand the focus and significance of the study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The research methods are appropriate for the study objectives, and the data are collected and analyzed in a consistent manner. The findings are logically interpreted and supported by relevant theories and literature. Overall, the study is scientifically valid and only requires minor improvements in clarity and presentation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references are generally sufficient and include many relevant sources, but there are opportunities to strengthen the literature base, especially with more recent international studies on community-based disaster risk reduction (CBDRR), social capital in hazard mitigation, and flood resilience frameworks.
	

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


	Yes, the English is acceptable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear and easy to understand. Only minor language editing is needed to improve clarity and style.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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