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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 (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.


	Because it tackles climate change from a gendered perspective at the intra-household level—a facet that is still understudied—this work is extremely helpful to the scientific community. It improves our comprehension of the social dynamics of climate vulnerability by drawing attention to the disparities in attitudes and adaption tactics between men and women living in the same home. The results offer vital information for creating climate policies that are more gender-sensitive and inclusive. The study also highlights how crucial it is to include women's social roles and specialized knowledge in adaptation and mitigation initiatives.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Climate Change Through a Gendered Lens: Intra-Household Perception and Adaptation Strategies in South Kashmir"
	

	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 study's goal, main conclusions, and consequences are all succinctly summarized in the abstract, which is generally thorough. At the intra-household level, it amply illustrates the gender-based disparities in climate change perception and adaptation.

But a few tweaks could boost depth and clarity: Finish with a more forceful sentence that highlights the findings' implications for future gender and climate change study or policy.

Provide a succinct explanation of the data collection techniques and analytical instruments employed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript's design seems to be sound from a scientific standpoint.  It uses a suitable mixed-methods approach to address a topical and pertinent issue: gendered study of climate change perception and adaptation.  The interpretation is in line with the sociocultural context, and the findings are in line with the goals of the study.

- But in order to evaluate its scientific rigor in its entirety:

- Verifying the methodology's robustness is crucial, and this includes the sample size, sampling design, and validation of the employed indices.

- To strengthen the scientific contribution, the discussion might benefit from a more robust comparative perspective with comparable studies carried out in other regions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are acceptable but could be further expanded.

Suggested additions:
· Latest IPCC reports (especially AR6 – 2022) with sections on gender and adaptation.

· Articles from journals like Climate and Development, Gender and Development, or Global Environmental Change.
	

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


	The English language used in the abstract is generally understandable, but there are several grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and imprecise expressions that need correction to meet scholarly communication standards. A thorough language revision by a native speaker or professional editor is strongly recommended to enhance the clarity, flow, and precision of the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study addresses a timely and relevant issue by integrating gender perspectives into climate change research, which contributes valuable insights to the existing literature. However, to strengthen the scientific impact of the manuscript, particular attention should be given to improving the structure, deepening the methodological analysis, and refining the language style. Including a broader discussion on the policy or practical implications of the findings would also enhance the manuscript's relevance and usefulness.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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