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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides valuable insights into the relationship between household carbon emissions and socioeconomic vulnerability to climate change across different settlement types in Maharashtra. By analyzing data from a large household survey, the study highlights the unequal distribution of carbon footprints and demonstrates how communities with lower emissions, particularly rural and tribal populations, often face greater economic risks from climate-related events. These findings contribute to the broader scientific discussion on climate justice, regional sustainability, and equitable climate policy development. The study also offers useful empirical evidence that can support policymakers and researchers in designing region-specific mitigation and adaptation strategies for climate-resilient development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript is generally suitable and reflects the main theme of the study, which examines the relationship between household carbon emissions and climate change vulnerability in Maharashtra. It clearly indicates the geographic focus and the two major aspects of the research carbon footprints and climate vulnerability.
	

	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.


	A  few improvements could enhance its clarity and impact. The abstract could briefly state the main research objective at the beginning and include key quantitative findings, such as the percentage contribution of major emission sources. Some sentences could be simplified to improve readability, and minor grammatical corrections are needed (for example, correcting “Carbon Footprin” to “Carbon Footprint”). Additionally, the concluding sentence could more clearly highlight the policy relevance and practical implications of the findings. Overall, the abstract is informative but would benefit from minor revisions for conciseness and clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound and addresses an important issue related to household carbon emissions and climate change vulnerability across different settlement types in Maharashtra. The study is based on primary survey data collected from 1000 households and applies recognized approaches for estimating carbon footprints using activity-based emission factors and CO₂-equivalent calculations. The overall framework linking household emissions with economic vulnerability to climate-related events is logically structured and supported by relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally relevant to the topics of climate change, household carbon footprints, and climate vulnerability, and they provide a reasonable theoretical background for the study. However, many of the references are relatively older (mostly before 2020), and only a limited number of recent studies are included. Considering the rapidly evolving research on climate change and household carbon emissions, the manuscript would benefit from incorporating more recent publications (2020–2025) to strengthen the scientific context.
	

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


	Several sentences are overly long and occasionally repetitive, which affects clarity and readability. There are also minor grammatical errors, inconsistent capitalization, and typographical issues (for example, “Carbon Footprin” instead of “Carbon Footprint”), as well as some inconsistencies in figure captions and formatting.

In addition, certain paragraphs in the introduction and results sections are highly descriptive and could be edited for conciseness and clearer scientific expression. Careful proofreading and professional English editing would significantly improve the manuscript’s readability and ensure that it meets the standards expected for international scientific communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study attempts to quantify emissions from household activities and compare them with economic losses resulting from climate-related disasters. The research addresses an important topic related to climate justice, regional inequality, and sustainability, which is highly relevant to current climate policy discussions. The large survey dataset and regional classification provide valuable empirical insights into the disparity between emissions and vulnerability among different socioeconomic groups.

However, while the study has strong conceptual relevance, several aspects of the manuscript require substantial improvement in methodological clarity, data presentation, statistical analysis, and language quality before it can be considered for publication.
1. The abstract is too long and descriptive
2. Some sentences are grammatically inconsistent

3. Quantitative findings are not clearly highlighted
4. The introduction should clearly state:

5. Research problem
6. Research gap
7. Study objectives
8. Expected contribution
9. Improve figure quality.

10. Add clear labels and legends.

11. Present summary tables for emissions by region.

12. addressing the methodological and presentation issues outlined above.

The manuscript may be considered for publication after substantial revisions
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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