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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

Minor REVISION comments

Most of your statistical tests showed that the two tribes
were at par in respect of the variables. It would even be
more interesting if you raised the level of significance
(p level) to say 90%. So statements like Angami
community is less vulnerable than Ao though
statistically at par in community vulnerability may be
contradictory to some readers.

Paragraph (line 46 — 71) too long with two different
topics. The also seem to be inadequate citation where
a lot of information seem to be borrowed from some
other sources.

A statement would also suffice why vulnerability
assessment was more appropriate in relation to other
methods even if you stated that it is complicated.

Citation system; Han et al., 2001; then [21]. Stick to
one method.

| would also suggest more discussions of the results
than is currently the case where some results are not
discussed at all. For instance, more Ao are educated
but are more food insecure, have poor housing, -
therefore less resistant to exposure, more sensitive to
vulnerability or susceptibility, have less savings and
less stable occupation. What is happening to their type
of education?

Corrected as per the suggestion

Divided the paragraph according to topics
with citation

Statement modified as intended by the
reviewer

Followed as per journal format

Elaborate discussions added with citation
wherever necessary.

Optional/General comments
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