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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 (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.

	Yes, the manuscript is of significance for scientific community as well as Govt./Authorities. There are reports on various hazard/vulnerability studies prepared by scientific/research institutions, however the implementation part in our country is quite lagging.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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 is consice and reflects the objective of study completely
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	References are adequate
	

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

	
Manuscript is well drafted easy to understand for researchers/acdemecians/scientist etc.



	

	Optional/General comments

	The sample size considered in study is n=150, the basis of the same is not clear. In fact n=384 is recommended for a population size of =>1,00,000.
The model testing through Chi-square test is o.k. as Chi-square obtained value is less than critical value of Chi-square. However, the low value of R^2 in some consideration indicates the low robustness of the model. It is suggested that some more independent variables might be considered to improve the R^2.



	






	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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