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The paper aims at advancing current methodologies to study relationships between
migration and environmental change. I would suggest that the authors strengthen their
review of current methodologies in this body of literature– there are only two small
subsections where the authors review surveys and mixed methods and there is no
mention of case studies. The authors do not explain why it is problematic that ‘the
literature on migration and global environmental change has not yet moved beyond
case study results’. There also seems to be a confusion on what is a case study. The
authors’ methodology, even if it includes household surveys, is based on three case
studies.

As a general comment, I find that the results on household profiles – which is the main
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contribution of the paper as the authors mention, come very late. The results and open
questions presented earlier are less interesting and do not really serve the purpose of
the paper. I would be more interested to understand how the household profiles were
built in each case study and why the indicators chosen are pertinent. I also found the
case studies lack some historical context, e.g. for how long have people migrated in the
villages studied, has there been any change in the forms of migration, etc. Lastly, the
authors mention they use SLA but it is not very visible in the paper. I would have liked
to know what has been the change in the types of assets before/during/after migration
for the different types of households. It is also not clear to me whether income is
before/during/after migration. A last comment: Pakistan results suggest that ex ante
mobility is the most successful form of mobility - but is it successful because it is ex-
ante or because those who were able to move before the shocks were also those who
were already less vulnerable?
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