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The abstract falls into the classic trap of being an introduction, not a proper summary
of the content of the paper. ’Territoire’ and ’territory’ are false friends.

Page 4237, line 2: What do you mean by social acceptance?

It appears from the introduction that this is an article about flood hazard models applied
to buildings and infrastructure. If that is the case, the abstract is thoroughly misleading.

Page 4245, line 2: how can you comment on the strategy for implementing resilience,
when all you have done is some flood routing?

I do not recommend publication of this paper. It has nothing new to offer and is also dis-
jointed. The introduction makes a number of well-known observations about hazards
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and resilience. The flood-routing analysis produces equivocal results (see page 4244,
lines 20-22) and the subsequent recommendations are too well-known–one would even
say well-worn–to be worth stating again. Moreover, they do not follow from the previous
section on flood prediction.

If we are to make any progress on flood risk amelioration we have to stop repackaging
common and well-known approaches and sart to use a more genuinely interdisciplinary
approach that sheds new insight onto the problem. This paper does none of that.
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