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In general the paper is very well written, and the authors demonstrate a profound
knowledge in their field. To my opinion the paper is close to a minor revision, how-
ever I decided for a major revision based on this comments:

- Authors discuss ’risk management’. As risk is a widely used term authors need to
better justify and explain their definition of risk, and its relation to commonly used con-
cepts defining risk as a function of hazard, vulnerability (and exposure) - The authors
propose a variety of indices, such as the SPI, SPR and SA etc. It is not that much clear
how they relate to each other, and what they tell us – and how policy and decision mak-
ers may apply them. It may be helpful to provide a less detailed (technical) discussion
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of the indices, but additionally provide a justification on the purpose of these indices -
Authors refer to composite indicator construction, therefore it is questioned why the au-
thors do not apply standard procedures such as the assessment of multi-collinearities
etc as for instance outlined in the OECD guide on composite indicator construction -
A major drawback is the use of a virtual case study, which does not allow any valida-
tion of the approach. This may be in line with a ’discussion’ paper but needs better
justification.

Few comments are also attached in the pdf.

Please also note the supplement to this comment:
http://www.nat-hazards-earth-syst-sci-discuss.net/2/C191/2014/nhessd-2-C191-2014-
supplement.pdf
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