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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

Authors presented work on an interesting subject of climate change coping strategies in a flood prone
area which is important in planning and decision making.

| offer my comments below:

Abstract

The abstract could be more specific pointing out the results and conclusions of the current study e.g., what were
the coping strategies identified? In its current form, the results are too generalised.

Methods

The location and description of the study sites are missing.

In the proportionate sampling, authors came up with 520 farmers. What was the proportion distribution in terms of
region, sex, age, or such other variables? This could be important in making conclusions on the ANOVA results
presented in table 3.

There are results of ANOVA, but the statistical analysis procedure used is missing: e.g., what was the dependent
and independent variables?

Results

The objective suggests that the study will conclude coping strategies for highlands and lowlands. However, the
results tables have not broken down the results by lowland vs highland. That comparison could be interesting.

Minor REVISION comments

Check punctuation and grammatical errors in some sentences
Mean, SD and SE values need to be rounded off to a meaningful number e.g., 2 decimal places.
Arrange references in alphabetical order

Optional/General comments
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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