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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	Good paper considering the most important components of the Risk Assessment of Natural Hazards in Uttarakhand, India. The study assesses the risk of natural hazards in all districts of the region, by considering both hazard and vulnerability. Hazard is evaluated based on the accidents of hazard events and the associated losses for the decade (2015-2024). This data includes information on the annual cumulative losses related to: human lives lost, persons injured, houses damaged and livestock killed.
The risk score is calculated by vulnerability and hazards’ scores for all districts and they are ranked respectively. The best part of the research is that the results are quantitative and give the possibility to compare risks. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is. The title is correct and reflects the content of the paper.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Abstract reflects correctly the content, methodology and conclusions obtained.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. It is correct. The methodology used is correct. The laboratory tests are convincing and permit replication The conclusions are relevant to the research results confirmed by the tables and discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and more of them reflect recent concepts.
	

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


	The language is clear and understandable for specialists and wider public and can help the authorities taking their decisions. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Very good and informative research paper. It can be directly used in everyday practice pf the responsible institutions. As mentioned at the beginning the coping capacity is another element of mitigating risks and this element is not included in the investigation. It could be the future intensions of the authors. 
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