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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

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

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
1. Yes, the manuscript is important for the scientific community as it comprehensively 
addresses the link between climate change and women's health vulnerability, providing 
practical proposals and emphasizing the need for gender sensitivity in climate policies. 
 
2. Yes, the title "Climate Change and Women Health Vulnerabilities: Mitigation and 
Response" is suitable as it accurately reflects the focus on the impact of climate change on 
women's health and emphasizes the need for mitigation and response strategies. 
 
3. Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. It effectively summarizes the key points, 
including the impact of climate change on women's health, the existing vulnerabilities, and 
the importance of gender-sensitive mitigation and response strategies. 
 
4. Yes, the subsections and overall structure of the manuscript are appropriate. The paper is 
well-organized, with clear subsections such as Introduction, Women’s vulnerability, 
Mitigation and Response against vulnerabilities, and Conclusion. This structure enhances 
the readability and understanding of the content. 
 
5. Yes, based on the information provided, the manuscript appears to be scientifically 
correct. It references relevant studies, presents logical arguments, and aligns with 
established knowledge on the relationship between climate change and women's health 
vulnerabilities. 
 
7. The references in the manuscript seem appropriate, and they include a mix of sources. 

However, without specific information on the actual references cited in the manuscript, I 
cannot provide a detailed assessment of their sufficiency or recency. Generally, it's 
recommended to include a balance of recent and authoritative sources to strengthen the 
scientific credibility of the manuscript. If additional references are needed, it would 
depend on the specific topics discussed in the paper. For instance, recent reports from 
reputable organizations, updated climate change assessments, or studies focusing on 
gender-sensitive climate policies could be considered. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1. Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly 

communications. The text is well-written, clear, and conveys complex scientific 
information effectively. The use of terminology and structure is appropriate for 
scholarly communication. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details) 
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