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This paper provides a thorough discussion of many of the issues around verifying rare and
severe event (RSE) forecasts, a topic of interest for natural hazards forecasters and
researchers.  I feel this is an important paper to publish in a journal like Natural Hazards
and Earth System Science because it will better reach its primary audience of people
working on RSE forecasting.

This article reads differently – and less concisely – than what I am used to for a typical
scientific article.  The authors may wish to take another look through the text and try to
trim out some unnecessary wordiness.  Despite the format being somewhat unfamiliar to
me, I found the paper to be well-written, well-reasoned, and clearly understandable for a
broad audience.  Thus, I do not believe that removing this wordiness should be a
necessary requirement prior to publication.

I believe this paper represents a substantial contribution to our understanding of
assessing RSE forecasts, that the methods and reasoning are solid, and that the
presentation is clear.  This paper has implications for how snow avalanche and other RSE
forecasts are assessed, and for assessing tools used for avalanche prediction.  I also
appreciate the historical context that the authors bring to the work with their discussions
of the assessment of tornado forecasts from the 1880s, demonstrating that these
challenges have been recognized for more than a century.

I recommend that the paper be published with only minor changes, which I’ve included in
the attached PDF.

Please also note the supplement to this comment: 
https://nhess.copernicus.org/preprints/nhess-2021-215/nhess-2021-215-CC1-supplement
.pdf
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