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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This study focuses on Empowering Farmers through Climate Resilience which examined the Socio-Economic aspects of the Farmers forming the basis to analyze the Impact of the National Innovations in Climate Resilient Agriculture (NICRA) Project in Jharsuguda District of Odisha, India. The study asserts that Farmers’ ability to anticipate extreme weather and take appropriate actions can be decisive for a successful adaptation to climate change. This research assesses the effectiveness of a project in Odisha, called the National Initiative on Climate Resilience Agriculture (NICRA). A successful implementation of the program empowers farmers to fight challenges that arise with climate change, as they keep learning techniques that increase resilience to extreme weather.

This study confirms that the program increases the resilience of the farmers, at least with regard to the minimum acceptable level of protection that is chosen in the analysis. This illustrates that farmers are empowered when they obtain information and learn techniques that increase resilience to the challenges that arise with climate change. This research examines the view of resilience and empowerment among farmers bouncing back to repeated disasters. Most interventions and often government schemes target one single extreme weather event. But in a rapidly changing climate, smallholders may experience a host of other shocks. Even the buffer to bounce back to one shock may not be enough to succeed when repeated shocks occur for either just a successively brief period or in a way other hazard where the buffer cannot be used. This study critically examines to what extent the scheme makes farmers more resilient to climate change and to optimize policy strategy to ensure that the investments were not only protected but also increase resilience adequately.
The study indicates that the NICRA project has had a substantial positive impact on the agricultural resilience of farmers in Jharsuguda district. By comparing NICRA and non-NICRA farmers, the research found that those involved in the project achieved higher annual incomes, managed larger and more efficiently utilized landholdings, and adopted more diversified income strategies. The adoption of climate-resilient practices, such as intercropping, improved water management, and the integration of livestock rearing primarily drove these improvements. Moreover, NICRA farmers benefited from enhanced access to extension services and mass media, which facilitated the adoption of innovative agricultural practices. This increased exposure improved their technical capabilities and bolstered their social participation, economic motivation, and risk orientation, making them more adaptable to climate-related challenges. 

In conclusion, Jharsuguda site of Odisha identified more appropriate based agronomy practices, crops and varieties that might work to reduce the vagaries of weather, but interventions were costly in time and money due to more intensive or new techniques it requires. Despite their hard work, farmers did not get stable and better production. They encounter a series of losses and failures because the intervention does not encompass enough dry land agricultural hallmark work and agro-dietary information/caution during extreme events. The result is a lack of immediate preparedness to overcome shocks. While most disaster-prone farmers in both sites respond with shock-coping strategies, like taking on more debt or selling assets, nonetheless Jharsuguda farmers are about to do more so. Due in part to this detrimental investment in a series of failures with the interventions.
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	The title of this study is timely and suitable. It correctly, concisely and logically expresses the content of this research.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is well organized, coherent and clearly written. The abstract is compressive and splendidly done. The introduction section is good and shows the significance of the study.
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	The paper is clearly written and well-organized. The manuscript demonstrates robust scientific vigour resolutely.
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