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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
The manuscript is important for the scientific community because it provides a clear and
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? comprehensive explanation of key concepts in disaster management. It emphasizes the importance

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) of understanding the difference between hazards and disasters, assessing vulnerability and risk,
and improving capacity to build resilient societies. These insights are valuable for both theoretical
understanding and practical application in disaster risk reduction and management.

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable? The article title is suitable. It helps to clarify fundamental concepts in disaster management,
(If not please suggest an alternative title) including hazard, disaster, vulnerability, risk, and capacity improvement. Also, It emphasizes the
importance of understanding these terms to effectively engage in disaster risk reduction and
disaster management.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? The abstract is comprehensive with clarity.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

The subsections and structure are well arranged.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

The content of the manuscript is scientifically correct as it adheres to established principles and

widely accepted definitions in disaster management and risk reduction. The manuscript's
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of explanations are consistent with current scientific understanding and literature on these topics.
additional references, please mention in the review form.

65% of the references are of recent. On this, | would recommend the author should add some

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide recent references. The references are not enough.
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly The author needs to use grammar checker app to correct some spellings and punctuation marks.

communications?
Optional/General comments
PART 2:

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

Reviewer Details:

Name: Peter Oluwanishola Mafimisebi

Department, University & Country Nigeria

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




