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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. This article proposes an integrated framework of vulnerability assessment for cultural heritage sites exposed to multiple hazards, exemplified for the Roman Ruins of Tróia, Portugal.
2. The Cultural Heritage Vulnerability Index (CHVI) incorporates structural and non-structural factors into the assessment procedure.
3. The proposed method mainly targets cultural heritage sites, particularly large-scale sites, to provide a vulnerability assessment of the different areas of a site to multiple hazards and facilitate risk management at site level.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “A Vulnerability Assessment Framework for Cultural Heritage Sites: The Case of the Roman Ruins of Tróia” is a well-researched and comprehensive piece that provides an in-depth analysis of the concept of vulnerability in relation to cultural heritage sites and its implications on risk management strategies. The authors have provided a detailed overview of existing vulnerability assessment methods and frameworks, as well as discussed various definitions and approaches related to vulnerability in both disaster risk management and climate change adaptation contexts. Furthermore, they have presented their proposed framework – the Cultural Heritage Vulnerability Index (CHVI) – which incorporates structural and non-structural factors into the assessment procedure.
The article is generally reliable and trustworthy; however, there are some potential biases that should be noted. Firstly, while the authors have discussed various definitions and approaches related to vulnerability in both disaster risk management and climate change adaptation contexts, they have not explored any counterarguments or alternative perspectives on these topics. Secondly, while the authors have provided a detailed overview of existing vulnerability assessment methods and frameworks, they have not discussed any potential risks associated with these methods or frameworks. Finally, while the authors have presented their proposed framework – CHVI – they have not provided any evidence or data to support their claims about its effectiveness or accuracy.
In conclusion, this article is generally reliable and trustworthy; however, it does contain some potential biases that should be noted when considering its trustworthiness.
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Counterarguments to vulnerability assessment
· Risks associated with vulnerability assessment methods
· Evidence for Cultural Heritage Vulnerability Index (CHVI)
· Alternative perspectives on vulnerability
· Accuracy of vulnerability assessment frameworks
· Effectiveness of vulnerability assessment frameworks
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