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	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1) Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

The manuscript provides a comprehensive and insightful exploration of climate justice, climate injustice, and their socio-political, geopolitical, legal, security, and moral dimensions. It contributes valuable perspectives on the global climate crisis and its implications, making it significant for the scientific community.

2) Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title of the article effectively encapsulates the manuscript's focus on Climate Justice and Injustice on Earth. It accurately reflects the content and is suitable for the subject matter.

3) Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

The abstract is comprehensive, offering a clear overview of the research. It adeptly summarizes the key elements, objectives, and findings, providing a solid foundation for readers to understand the manuscript's scope.

4) Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are well-organized, facilitating a logical flow of ideas. The division into sections such as "Abstract," "Introduction," and various thematic sections enhances readability and comprehension.

5) Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

The manuscript appears scientifically sound, presenting a well-reasoned analysis of climate-related issues. It effectively combines theoretical concepts with practical considerations, contributing to its scientific credibility.

6) Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

The references are sufficient and cover a broad range of relevant sources. However, it would be beneficial to ensure the inclusion of the most recent publications in the field to enhance the manuscript's currency and relevance.

Overall, the manuscript offers a valuable contribution to the scientific discourse on climate justice and climate change, demonstrating a robust understanding of the complexities involved.
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	Minor REVISION comments

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communications. The content is well-articulated and effectively conveys the research findings and arguments.
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