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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. Luhmann's Social Systems Theory (SST) has been reinterpreted and adapted to a variety of research topics, including disaster resilience.
2. This paper aims to demonstrate how SST concepts can be used to measure, discuss, and improve community disaster resilience.
3. The paper examines the potential of SST and its functional methodology by studying the organizational aftermath of two major earthquakes in Düzce-Turkey.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy as it provides a detailed overview of Luhmann’s Social Systems Theory (SST) and its application in measuring, discussing, and improving community disaster resilience. The article also provides an example of how SST concepts can be operationalized through a case study of two major earthquakes in Düzce-Turkey. Furthermore, the article is well-researched with references to relevant literature on the topic. 
However, there are some potential biases that should be noted. For instance, the article does not provide any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on the use of SST for earthquake analysis. Additionally, there is no discussion on possible risks associated with using SST for this purpose or any exploration into other methods that could be used instead. Furthermore, while the article does provide evidence for its claims made throughout, it does not explore all possible evidence that could have been included in order to further strengthen its argument. 
In conclusion, while this article is generally reliable and trustworthy due to its well-researched content and references to relevant literature on the topic, there are some potential biases that should be noted such as lack of counterarguments or alternative perspectives on the use of SST for earthquake analysis as well as lack of exploration into other methods that could be used instead or possible risks associated with using SST for this purpose.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Alternative methods for earthquake analysis
· Risks associated with using Social Systems Theory
· Counterarguments to Social Systems Theory
· Strengthening evidence for Social Systems Theory
· Community disaster resilience measurement
· Operationalizing Social Systems Theory concepts
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