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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments 1. The Spelling of Study in Abstract. 1. Thank you very much for your valuable comments, We had revised it
2. Thereferences should be updated. Examples- Line 23 S. Pathak and M. M. accordingly.
Ahmad, "Flood recovery capacities of the manufacturing SMEs from floods: 2. Thank you for your proposed, we had studied the paper and added the ref
A case study in Pathumthani province, Thailand,"” International Journal of into the article.

Disaster Risk Reduction, vol. 18, pp. 197-205, 2016

Minor REVISION comments 1. Revise English language throughout the article.
2. The methodology could be explained as mixed or qualitative or quantitative along 1. We had revised the paper in English language
with details of separate section on sampling techniques. 2. We had explained in the methodology in section 2 and section 3.2
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