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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
Yes. 
 
 
 
Yes. 
 
 
Yes. It contains the major components of an abstract. 
Yes.  
 
The manuscript is scientifically correct and robust. 
 
The references are not sufficient. The authors need to include additional references for statements 
made in the paper. For example, what are the correlation coefficient guidelines and what is the 
source/reference? 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

No. The tenses used need to improved. A good example is “This study will explore students' risk 
communication effectiveness and how it helps them prepare for an earthquake. This study will be 
the basis of conducting the research, and this will guide how they manage themselves when 
earthquakes occur”. There are several examples. The acceptable tense should be past tense. 
Some sentences are too long and need to be separated into tow or even three. An example of this 
type is:” However, the result also showed that the emergency needs of the College of Teacher 
Education students are high, which means that most of the students were able to prepare the 
necessary things such as first aid kit, drinking water, go bag, or can goods before and after the 
earthquake, even though most of the time they do not prepare some of it, for the reason that there 
are things that the students are not prepared for because there are things or materials that they do 
not have”. There is improper use of the words hence, furthermore, moreover, among other joining 
words.  
 
This study and current study cannot be in the same sentence. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The manuscript is of good scientific quality and English is simple to understand. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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