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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The paper contributes to the literature on the economic vulnerability of women in coastal areas vulnerable to climate change. The article develops a composite index (EVWI) to measure the economic vulnerability of women, which represents a methodological effort even though it remains perfectible. Cross-sectional data from two villages are exploited, and this enriches the empirical base in communities vulnerable to climate change. However, the methodology presents weaknesses in terms of robustness.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is not very appropriate. The very specific geographical location (two villages) in the title limits the general appeal.

I suggest, without however imposing it, the following title: "Economic vulnerability of women in coastal communities exposed to climate change: the case of southwestern Bangladesh"
	

	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 is concise (190 words). However, the main messages from the results are not presented. The EVWI scores are mentioned without interpretations or statistical significance. In other words, the abstract does not clearly specify the contribution of the study.

My suggestions:

· indicate the scale of the scores

· present the significance of the results and what the observed differences mean

· present the main message from the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is well written following the scientific approach. However, the methodology suggests some gaps:

· the sample size does not allow to conclude on the validity of the results. Indeed, n=52 for 4,249 households (i.e., approximately 1.2% only). A formula will be needed to calculate the minimum sample size;

· the economic dimensions selected for the calculation of the index are not justified by previous work. The author says so without however citing references. It is recommend to include the following dimension in the calculation of the index: access and control of resources (land, credits, inputs, etc.), economic opportunities for women, decision-making power in households and the capacity of of resilience to shocks;

· The weighting of dimensions is done subjectively. No theoretical or empirical justification of the weightings is provided;

· the statistical analysis needs to be strengthened. It would be appropriate to carry out a statistical significance test (t-tests, ANOVA, chi-square, etc.) of the calculated index;

· It would also be appropriate to present the t-statistics of the differences presented in Table 3;

· The causal interpretation (Figure 14) is somewhat abusives in the discussion.

The paper would have gain from providing an economic modeling of vulnerability. Overall, the paper lacks references to economic theory. It also lacks discussion on the economic mechanisms underlying the vulnerability of women.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are overall adequate in number (58). They cover the literature on Bangladesh and coastal areas and relatively recent (2020-2024; academic and institutional sources).

However, pioneering references on development economics are missing: 

· Esther Duflo ; 

· Gary Becker ; 

· Sen Amartya ; 

· Dercon, S. (2006). Vulnerability: a micro perspective. Securing development in an unstable world, 30, 117-146 ; 

· Dell, M., Jones, B. F., & Olken, B. A. (2014). What do we learn from the weather? The new climate-economy literature. Journal of Economic literature, 52(3), 740-798 

· etc

No references, also, on the theory of economic shocks.
	

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


	The quality of the English is acceptable
	

	Optional/General comments


	The subject treated by the author is relevant and concerns a little-studied area.

I suggest to the author to take into account as far as possible the observations formulated for a superior quality of the paper.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)

Data collection was done by the author. He indicated that informed consent was obtained including for minors via their guardian.

However, the author has not justified having submitted his protocol to an ethics committee (to obtain an ethical opinion) and to a statistical committee for validation of the survey methodology (to obtain the statistical visa).
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