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	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 manuscript makes a meaningful contribution to disaster risk reduction (DRR) research by empirically examining disaster risk perception among college students in Kerala, a highly hazard-prone region of India. The study advances understanding of the latent dimensions shaping youth preparedness, institutional trust, and preventive behaviour. The provides actionable insights for policymakers, higher education institutions, and disaster management authorities. The findings are relevant for strengthening curriculum-based DRR education and targeted resilience-building strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable, clear, and aligned with the manuscript’s objectives. But the term “Spatial Analysis” slightly overstate the methodological emphasis, as the study relies primarily on survey-based descriptive statistics and factor analysis rather than advanced geospatial modelling. Perhaps the title could be to this effect “Mapping Disaster Risk Perception Among College Students in Kerala: A Multidimensional 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 and well-structured. However, several methodological clarifications are needed to strengthen scientific rigor. 
.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is broadly scientifically sound. However, first sampling clarification i.e random sampling should be justified. Was it simple random, stratified, or cluster sampling? How were colleges selected within districts?

Second Interpretation Consistency, some variable labels appear inconsistent (e.g., V23 “No disaster experience” but interpreted differently).

Third statistical presentation, means expressed as percentages should be clarified
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, references are generally sufficient but should be updated with a few high-impact and recent sources. Authors could include key global frameworks i.e Sendai Framework for Disaster Risk Reduction (2015–2030), IPCC AR6 (particularly WGII on vulnerability and adaptation).
Authors could also improve citation consistency (some formatting inconsistencies and missing years).


	

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


	A professional language edit is strongly recommended before submission. The conceptual clarity is good, but refinement will significantly improve readability and publication potential. Several improvements are required to deal with minor grammatical inconsistencies (i.e“has the responsible” “has responsibility”), repetition of phrases across sections, some long sentences requiring restructuring for clarity, Inconsistent tense usage and occasional typographical errors.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper addresses an important and policy-relevant issue in a hazard-prone region. The paper provides valuable empirical insights into youth disaster risk perception and institutional trust. The manuscript has strong theoretically and empirically and publishable.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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