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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 
 

 The conceptualization of the manuscript, applied terminology and the ways of presentation 
and analysis didn’t passionate by the disciplinary orientation. The author could frame the 
work with the recent research those attempting to bridge climate science with social 
sciences. For instance, the concept of climate change, climate variability, vulnerability, 
adaptation, livelihood, significance of changes, should be defined, instructively used, and 
applied consistently in the manuscript. 

 Tables and figure presented in the result part should be to the standard. Tables are 
presented as images are not editable and difficult to correct. The details in the table are 
not to the standard. 

 Mainly RESULT part have need of major revision to bring the manuscript to the standard. 
There are adequate sources linked biophysical and social processes of change, and to do 
so in a way that supports societal responses to climate change. These researches able to 
integrate the full range of disciplinary perspectives which could be an input for this 
manuscript author. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

 Descriptive results are not appropriate in the abstract, but he implication of the description 
is. 

 Too old sources may not relevant while climate issue is very dynamic within short period. 

 Appropriate Measurement of level of perception/knowledge should be used. The author 
could apply the standard used in the behavioural sciences. Likert scale might be 
appropriate for measurement. 

 Frequency and percentage in the interpretation part are mostly encountered with wrong 
presentation, For example, three categories of variables: highest (20%) and high (62%) 
and 0% is not 100%. Such errors are found in different place. 

 

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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