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Ankit 
Introduction:
Good – You mentioned climate governance in India and linked it with political leadership, community, and institutions.
Improve – The introduction is too general; it should directly show the connection of climate change with health outcomes for sharper relevance.
Body:
Good – You structured the answer into three roles (political, community, institutional) and gave examples like Kerala floods and Green Climate Fund.
Improve – Explanations are repetitive and broad; add specific Indian schemes (PMUY, Swachh Bharat, POSHAN, Ayushman Bharat) and focus more on health benefits of these initiatives.
Conclusion:
Good – You mentioned governance framework and stopping climate change.
Improve – Conclusion is weak; add a clear way forward on integrated climate-health governance for sustainable development.
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