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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	This is a critical topic considering the lifes of juveniles in learning institutions have met numerous safety and security challenges globally. It also gives the clues of how government agencies in the education sector and the student welfare (public safety) need to align public safety policies in learning institutions. For academia, it has always been a challenge to develop concepts for ‘disaster risk knowledge; investing in DRR and disaster risk governance’ brought forward in the Sendai Framework of DRR. This is a wonderful opportunity to scale down the reasons for the DRR knowledge to localities so that each part of a continent can clearly establish what is needed to embrace DRR knowledge at all levels and across the sectors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is suitable. I would like to mention that since the abstract says ‘aimed to determine the integral role of the DRRM program in classroom instruction and how it affects the overall implementation in the school.’, I would suggest the element of the ‘role of…impacts of…’.
	

	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.


	The abstract is correct and well-crafted to address what is in the paper.
I would suggest that the author looks at this sentence: ‘There is no significant relationship between the level DRRM integration when group according to the level of implementation of respondents.’ I am not quite sure if some articles or conjoining words is necessary, i.e., ‘There is no significant relationship between the level [of] DRRM integration when [respondents were] group[ed] according to the level of implementation of respondents.’. Finally, there should be a full-stop in the last sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes.
1. Some of the paragraphs are long: consider breaking them into sentences.

2. Comment: The declaration made by the Author that the ‘Researcher is School DRRM Coordinator designate…’ is critical to the judgments (especially subjective). Could this be placed at the end of the document as a Note to be taken?

3. Conclusions: I strongly recommend that the conclusion explain the ‘aim of the research’ in the form of what are the two key findings: There is no significant relationship between the level DRRM integration when group according to the level of implementation of respondents; and the integral role of the DRRM program in classroom instruction and how it affects the overall implementation in the school.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Well written.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In paragraph 1 of introduction, the statement that ‘Disaster is everywhere…’, can be rewritten as ‘Hazards are everywhere…’, because disasters do not occur where there is no interaction between human/people, vulnerability and a hazard. But hazards do, and it is upon us to identify the trigger (risks) and either eliminate, avoid, prevent, treat or transfer.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None.
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