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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript focuses on a critical and less examined aspect of global health—the relationship between climate change and the management of vaccine cold chains. Amid the increasing strain of climate-related disturbances on healthcare systems, particularly in low- and middle-income nations, this article offers relevant perspectives. It is especially important for the South-East Asia region, where dense population, vulnerable infrastructure, and climate risk converge. The article concentrates on India, providing specific case studies and adaptation strategies, thus serving as a valuable addition to scientific literature and discussions on public health policy.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The existing title is appropriate and conveys information well. a shorter alternative like:

“Public Health Challenges and Adaptation to Climate Change and Vaccine Cold Chain Management in South-East Asia”
	

	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 summary is thorough and well-organized. It accurately encapsulates the study’s range and results. Nevertheless, it might be enhanced by succinctly outlining the particular suggestions or advancements (e.g., eVIN, drones, solar cold chain systems) that the paper addresses. This would create a better balance between the issue and the resolution in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The document is scientifically sound. It shows a strong grasp of climate effects, combines international and local data, and backs claims with up-to-date citations. Incorporating India's mitigation strategies brings uniqueness and practical significance. One recommendation is to enhance the analytical rigor—sometimes the paper resembles a summary of reports instead of a critical synthesis. For example, a more robust comparative analysis of various adaptation strategies among countries could enhance the contribution.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are pcurrent, and thoughtfully selected, featuring recent reports from WHO, UNICEF, IPCC, and scholarly articles. Several minor details:

•
Maintain uniformity in formatting (APA/Harvard style should be consistent).

•
Certain references (e.g., government sites, news articles) are essential but ought to be supplemented with peer-reviewed sources whenever feasible.
	

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


	The writing is precise, academic, and appropriate for publication. Slight grammatical refinement (e.g., subject-verb alignment, article application) would enhance fluency. Lengthy sentences might be condensed for clarity, particularly in the Introduction and Regional Challenges sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	•
While figures and tables are helpful, Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 require more explicit captions and improved resolution. They ought to be clear enough for readers to understand.

•
The segment discussing “Increased Disease Burden” is robust but might briefly link back to how VPD outbreaks additionally stress cold chain resilience (to bolster the manuscript’s core theme).

•
The “Way Forward” section is great, but presenting it as bullet-point recommendations would enhance its action-oriented nature.
The document is pertinent, thoroughly researched, and methodologically robust. Only slight modifications are necessary—particularly in polishing the abstract, enhancing figure display, tightening the narrative, and ensuring reference uniformity.
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