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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. The “climate litigation” is an important category the emerge in the social field and it 
is crucial for climate policymakers and NGO. 

 
2. Yes. 

 
 
 

3. Abstract: The author should improve (optimize) the abstract (incluing a better 
methodological strategy used and main considerations). For example, the categories “right 
to a healthy” or “right to information” are cited in the Abstract, but they disappear in the 
article content / discussion. 

 
 

4. The subsections are to splited (e.g. “2.1 Public Trust » with a lot of sub titles « The 

doctrine of public trust”, “Government as Trustee”, “Obligation to Prevent Harm” 

and so on, kind of disconnected inside this subsection. That kind of internal 

subsection structure is the same in others subsections (e.g. 2.2 Common But 

Differentiated Responsibilities (CBDR), and so son). Could be structured in broader 

clusters sub-sections/sub titles. 

 
5. Yes. 

 
6. Yes. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1. Yes. 
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