Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Environment & Ecology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEE_135169

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Climate Change Impacts: Glacial Melt, Sea Level Rise, Water Salinization, and Emergent Pathogen Risks

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The scientific community may understand the far-reaching consequences of climate change, with a specific focus on the salinization of essential water sources, the potential for the emergence of pathogenic hazards, and the interconnected phenomena of glacial melt and sea level rise. This understanding may ultimately help to adopt several appropriate mitigation strategies.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The work is a review article
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Rewrite the abstract to make it more reflective of the entire study. Introduce all sections: background, aim, method, key results, discussion, and recommendations.
The current abstract is not informative and does not reflect or represent the entire study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
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	Optional/General comments


	The materials and methods section is too scanty and lacks relevant details. The authors could improve it by mentioning the number of data they picked from each of the databases stated, the inclusion and exclusion criteria, how they appraised the quality of included studies, etc.
The introduction should indicate the scientific merit of the review, the rationale and objectives, and end with information on the next sections (write these as the last paragraph of the introduction).

The discussion should include limitations and recommnedations afterward.

The conclusion is wordy and lengthy (Provide a 1 paragraph conclusion).
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