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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. Arethe 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)

The script is fine overall and holds statistical relevance and value as it gives insight into a
burning topic in recent years. The risk communication and earthquake preparedness seems
to be an original work. The data given here is not properly referenced by number, but are
passively referenced which could be further improved. Some graphical representations of
the data could be included further. Overall the script would be important and valuable.

Though the title of the script is to the point, concise the name of the place/Country of the
University campus could be included in the title for better visibility of the place of the study
to the reader. For Example, “Risk Communication Effectiveness And Earthquake Preparedness
Of Students At The University Of Mindanao, Philippines”.

The abstract is on point and comprehensive without side-talk which is good.

The subsections and structure of the script seems fine except the conclusion and
recommendations, ideally conclusions and recommended sections are to be separated for
the clear distinction between them under their own heading for reader’s sake.

The data given in the manuscript is checked and no problems were found at the review, the
value range of Risk Communication Effectiveness and Earthquake Preparedness based on
the Likert scale interpretation could be better done in a table which could enhance the
quality. Some graphical representations of the given data could also be added to enhance
quality. So we might say it seems to be scientifically correct.

The references seems enough and recent, most recent 2023, but the conventional
numbering format for referencing was not done, ideally it is to be expected to give the
reference number-wise, for this previous published papers to be referred. It helps the reader
to read efficiently.

The body of the script could be more concise focusing on the done work, minor revision in
formatting is suggested. Overall the script is excellent.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The language is simple and could be read and understood properly. No specific upgrade is
necessary. Quality is fine and scholarly enough.

Optional/General comments
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