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Compulsory REVISION comments

Yes
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
Yes
2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? No. It is the writing style that needs to change.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? No. Suggestions were provided to guide the author.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Yes. But it is slightly misaligned.
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Minor REVISION comments
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Optional/General comments The author uses personal views to develop an analogy on climate change. Understanding
on this issue is not thorough and with this, no discussion could be drawn. Guidance was
provided and this would lead to 60 % changes in the article. In view of the corrections
needed and time demanded, major revision is suggested.
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