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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
1. As it is, the author(s) appear(s) not to be clear about the issue the manuscript is aiming 
at. Conceptually and theoretically, the manuscript is not situated in the on-going debate on 
climate change variability, its impacts, adaptation and perceptions. For example, the focus 
of the manuscript seems to be on AGE as factor by which climate change variability is 
perceived in the study sites- however age is grounded in the social identity theory.  
2. The manuscript has no discussion section. This means, it has failed to engage with the 
body of exiting research on the subject, much of which, is well established in the region.  
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