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	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The manuscript has essential contribution to the scientific community. Here Herfindahl-Hirschman Index (HHI) is used which is traditional but a relevant tool to quantify the structural concentration of climate related disaster risks rather than depending on the frequency counts. This methodology improves the climate vulnerability and disaster risk literature. This framework provides empirical evidence that supports more nuanced, regionally tailored mitigation and adaptation policies. In nutshell it offers practical insights for policymakers in climate vulnerable developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it focuses on core innovation (beyond frequency) with effort on methodological procedures. The title is clear, descriptive and it highlights the key departure from primitive frequency-based analysis.
	

	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 comprehensive, effectively summarizing the problem, methodology, key findings and structural framework for risk measurement. Nonetheless, it could be strengthened by briefly clarifying the data sources to enhance the transparency and accuracy of the work (e.g. 2021 BPS village potential). Also, the claim “most villages have concentrated risk structure” seems inconsistent with Table 2, Firstly 93% is classified as Highly concentrated but later sections describes multi hazard dominance, which possibly points to inconsistency therefore please check and verify.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall the manuscript is scientifically sound in its core approach, the use of HHI to hazard proportions is logically justified, mathematical formulation is correct and the interpretation aligns with the uses of the index. The description and policy implications are reasonable and transparent.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references (12) are moderately sufficient. However, the references can be expanded for broad depth in multi-hazard risk assessment. Also check the DOI of the references whether they are properly working or not. Please review the literatures on PCC reports or recent multi-hazard frameworks for Indonesia, Studies on structural risk metrics in climate vulnerability and village level disaster reliability from different sources and add them if necessary.
	

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


	The English is generally suitable for scholarly publication with good logical flow. However, there are some noticeable issues including grammatical errors e.g Disscussion instead of Discussion, Herfindahl Index instead of Herfindahl-Hirschman index and so on please recheck and verify.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Please increase the font size of text in Fig 1, the figure is good but the texts are barely visible and please include the table and figure citation in paragraph as well (for eg This phenomenon aligns with Indonesia's geographic characteristics as shown in Fig. 1). Please maintain the consistency of number of digits after decimal in table 4 & 5, at least 5 numbers after decimal is ok (e.g. 0.99997) and add  recommendation and declaration sections after conclusion if necessary.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are apparent. The study uses publicly available secondary data from BPS which involves no any sensitive issues or reports.
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