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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript provides for in depth understanding of the catastrophic event. 
However, the author may refer to earthquake as a disaster. 
If the terminology is to be revised, then please change in the entire manuscript. 
Disaster recovery or alphabetic risk? What does the author want to say? 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

You may transform to “ Post disaster earthquake recovery and risk assessment for cultural 
and environmental protection” 

 

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. 

 

Please include the methodological details in the abstract. For instance, article is mixed 
method or qualitarive or quantitative? 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

 Start with the introsuction, than the back of the study. For the review of related literature please 
provide more references. Also, what are major findings and recommendation for this research? 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

How was the sample size calculated? 
Did all the respondent accept to interview? 
What are governmental roles and responsibilities? 
How do you shed light on related issues such as migrant and foreigner affected populations. 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

References are needed to be revised.  
1. Lasongyang, W., & Pathak, S. (2024). LABOR LAW IMPLICATIONS ON MIGRANT 

WORKERS IN THAILAND AND CAMBODIA. Journal of Law and Sustainable 
Development, 12(2), e3046-e3046. 

2. Thapa, V., Pathak, S., & Pathak, N. (2021). Psychosocial recovery of earthquake victims: 
A case study of 2015 Gorkha earthquake. International Journal of Disaster Risk 
Reduction, 62, 102416. 

3. Chang, S. E. (2010). Urban disaster recovery: a measurement framework and its 
application to the 1995 Kobe earthquake. Disasters, 34(2), 303-327. 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
English proofread is recommended. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
 

 
Pleaseadd the Nvivo output in the manuscript. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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