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Overall comments：

Comparing to the previous draft, the overall structure of current one is found to be clearer. One improvement of this draft is to specifically add DRR targets and goals which are considered as a big step. The quantitative targets and goals can help national and local stakeholders to identify DRR tasks which are practical and feasible in their responsibility domains under the guidance of this document. This draft emphasizes disaster risk research, risk governance, preparedness as a whole and DRR investment. We found these focus fit well in the all-level DRR strategy and actual needs.

Disaster Risk Reduction (DRR) should be understood as our ultimate goal, which needs more clearly defined dimensions and contents. For example, some very often used terms like “Prevention”, “Resistance”, “Relief” etc. have not yet carefully treated in this document. DRR should be understood as “Loss mitigation and risk reduction”. Resilience is an important concept, but it should be understood as the expected results or effects of DRR. This draft mentions Resilience in many places, however, it brings a impression that DRR emphasizes results more than the processes. If so, this may misguide practitioners and researchers to pursue the narrow meaning of resilience while ignoring the specific contents of disaster prevention, resistance and relief. It is suggested to make some modification in the context.
This draft emphasizes investment in DRR, and this fits well with actual needs. It is easier to understand and implement in the national and local scales, but the investment in regional and global scales as mentioned in 29 a, b, c and d seem to be vague and general. We suggest to promote the establishment of a global financial and investment alliance under UNISDR’s leadership to foster the development of large-scale disaster insurance, lottery, bond and so on. This helps the world to cope with the large-scale disaster risks using the global resource and force. 
Specific comments：

In 22a, it should add: “assessment of multi-hazards and their potential impact to economic, social, ecological and institutional sectors.” It mentions disaster recording in 22b, but disaster recording and disaster assessment are quite different. 

In 22a, it should add: “periodically assess disaster risks incorporating updated climate and environment change information and scientific findings.” The periodically assessment of disaster risk should be incorporated with updated outcomes of climatic and environmental change research.

In 22d，…implementation of disaster-risk policies, plans and management. “management” should not be left out.
In 22h，it should add: “Invest in research and practice to gain better understanding of risk governance and dialogue mechanism between academia and policy-makers. This should include all aspects of theory, methodology, case study and experimentation.” 
In 22h，it should add” “Invest in research on infrequent very large-scale disasters and risks including multihazards, their disaster chain consequences/impacts and policies/mechanisms/tools for governing and managing these extreme events and their risks.”
In 25a， we should try to avoid say “climate change adaptation” alone because adaptation can not represent the whole climate change coping. It should be like “climate change coping and environmental management”.
