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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 addresses a critical gap in the literature by examining how Sharia-compliant financial instruments can mobilize funds rapidly and ethically after natural disasters. It brings novel insights into instruments like mudarabah, musharakah, and sukuk as vehicles for reconstruction finance. By combining case studies and doctrinal analysis, it offers both practical guidance for policymakers and a theoretical framework for Islamic finance scholars. Its interdisciplinary approach bridges disaster management, development economics, and Islamic banking—fields that rarely converge in a single study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	– Comment: The title is clear and appropriate.
– Suggestion (if any): As an alternative, you might consider “Financing post-disaster recovery through Islamic banking: instruments, case studies, and policy implications.”
	

	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.


	– Comment: The abstract summarizes the paper’s aims and methods well, but it could more clearly state the key findings (e.g., “Islamic sukuk covered X% of infrastructure costs in case study A”).
– Suggestion: Add one sentence on the empirical outcomes of your case studies and one on the policy recommendation to strengthen the abstract’s impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	– Comment: Overall the analysis is technically sound and aligns with established Islamic finance principles. However, the discussion of risk-sharing ratios in mudarabah contracts needs a clearer numeric example.
– Suggestion: Include a brief worked example showing how profit-and-loss sharing was allocated in one reconstruction project.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	– Comment: The reference list is extensive and up-to-date through 2025.
– Suggestion: Consider adding El-Gamal (2006) “Islamic Finance: Law, Economics, and Practice” for foundational context and Crespo-Cuaresma et al. (2014) on disaster recovery financing.
	

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


	– Comment: The English is generally clear, but there are occasional run-on sentences and minor typos.

– Suggestion: A final proofreading pass focused on sentence length and verb tense consistency will improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	– A table summarizing the comparative costs and timelines of conventional vs. Islamic financing in your case studies would greatly enhance the paper’s practical utility.
– Consider a small section on regulatory challenges for sukuk issuance in different jurisdictions.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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