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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	This manuscript addresses the pressing global challenge of climate change by discussing the importance of resilience, mitigation, and adaptation strategies. It aims to raise awareness of the potential threats posed by unchecked greenhouse gas emissions and their adverse impacts on public health, biodiversity, and ecosystems. The topic is highly relevant and timely, as it aligns with current international efforts to achieve a sustainable and climate-resilient future. However, the current version lacks sufficient scientific rigor and clarity to significantly contribute to the existing literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is mostly suitable but could be made more concise and specific. Suggested alternative:

"Resilience, Mitigation, and Adaptation Strategies to Combat Climate Change for a Sustainable Future"
	

	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.


	The abstract highlights key climate change impacts and mentions general approaches to addressing them. However, it is poorly structured, overly wordy, and lacks clarity. Sentences are often disjointed, and some statements (e.g., about specific diseases or particulate matter) lack citation or context. It is recommended to:

· Improve the flow of ideas for better coherence.

· Clearly separate the problem statement, proposed strategies, and expected outcomes.

· Avoid vague statements and provide concrete examples backed by recent findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the abstract and general comments, the manuscript lacks scientific rigor. It appears to be more descriptive than analytical. Many figures lack proper references, and some tables seem to be screenshots from other sources, which raises concerns about academic integrity. A thorough revision is needed to ensure the manuscript meets scientific standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The abstract does not mention any references, which is unusual for a review paper. The full manuscript must include adequate and up-to-date references from peer-reviewed literature. Suggested references include:

· IPCC Sixth Assessment Report (AR6)

· UNEP Emissions Gap Report

· Relevant articles from journals such as Nature Climate Change, Environmental Research Letters, and Climate Policy
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	No. The manuscript requires substantial language editing. The abstract includes grammatical errors, run-on sentences, and awkward phrasing. Professional English editing is strongly recommended to enhance clarity and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The authors must:

· Clearly define the scope and objective of the review.

· Identify research gaps.

· Reorganize content for better logical flow.

· Ensure proper citation of all figures/tables.

· Revise the manuscript for scientific accuracy and language quality.
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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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