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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. The paper is not comprehensive in terms of explaining the methodology.  Details 
on the full process should be explained in detail. What is the sampling method? 
Random sampling or convenient sampling? Have you interviewed 1259 people?  

2. Why do you compare Poonthura and Elamkunnapuzha villages? The title mentions 
about villages in Kerala. Why only these two? 

3. Title starts with “assessing ……”. Where is assessment part? 
 
 
 

 
 
1. The sampling method and the purpose of the study are clearly indicated 
under the subheading data collection.  
2. With respect to the Vulnerability index study conducted by Shyam et al. 
(2014), the highest vulnerable villages of Kerala are of Poonthura village of 
Thiruvananthapuram and Elankunnapuzha village of Ernakulam District and 
hence they selected as the units of study The majority of the fisher 
households in both the villages were highly vulnerable to climate change 
which is a major cause of concern. These are clearly indicated in the 
Introduction part of the article. 
 3. The assessment of the study is indicated in the article includes 
assessment of  understanding the level of awareness about climate change 
among the fishermen community, problems faced by coastal communities due 
to climate change and the methods followed by them to overcome it, ALOs 
available etc.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The paper contains many syntactical and grammatical errors. The texts should be 

improved with proofreading. (Line 3, kerala; You should use capital letters here. 
line 7, line 29, 14.5 or 14.50 millions?, etc.) 

2. Line 104; Do you use British or American English? 
3. Line 32; 5, 30,000 this number is not clear. 
4. Line 112; Please do not place full stop before references. 
5. Line 115; Why did you use capital letters. 
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