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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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.


	The manuscript "Gender Perspectives on Climate Change: A Perceptual Analysis of Agricultural Activities" offers important insights into how male and female farmers perceive and respond to climate change differently. It reveals that men are more likely to recognize climate impacts on crop yields, while women often lack awareness due to limited access to information and support. The study emphasizes the need for gender-sensitive educational and policy interventions, showing that inclusive strategies lead to more effective use of adaptation funds. Based on a survey of 240 households in Bihar, the research provides valuable empirical evidence and contributes to climate discourse by highlighting often-overlooked gender dynamics in agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Gender Perspectives on Climate Change: A Perceptual Analysis of Agricultural activities," is generally suitable as it encapsulates the core themes of the research.
(For clarity and focus point of view Suggestion: Gender Differences in Climate Change Awareness and Adaptation Strategies in Agriculture.)
	

	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 effectively outlines the study’s objective to explore gender-specific climate change adaptation strategies among farmers in Bihar and highlights key findings, such as men being more aware of climate impacts than women, who face barriers like limited access to information. However, it could be more comprehensive by briefly mentioning specific adaptation strategies, policy implications, and methodological details, which would offer a fuller picture of the research’s practical relevance and scientific rigor.
An additional point for improving the abstract could be the inclusion of broader contextual relevance, such as how the study’s findings contribute to the global discourse on gender and climate change. Briefly connecting the local findings from Bihar to wider implications could enhance the abstract’s appeal to an international audience and underline the study’s significance beyond the regional context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The approach, results, and conclusions of the publication seem to be in line with scientific principles, based on the circumstances that have been supplied. In terms of climate change awareness and adaptation tactics in agriculture, it successfully draws attention to gender disparities. But more research into the fundamental causes of these differences could improve the study's scientific quality. The paper offers insightful information about how gender and climate change interact in agricultural settings overall.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent.
Apart from that, The following kinds of references might be used to improve the manuscript's depth and credibility:  

Recent Research on Gender and Climate Change: Seek out papers that address gender perspectives in agriculture and climate adaptation that were written within the previous five years. Journals like "Gender and Development" and "Climate Policy" frequently issue pertinent studies.

Reports from International Organizations: Reliable information and analysis on gender and climate concerns may be found by consulting sources such as the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) or the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC).

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The article’s language appears clear, coherent, and appropriate for scholarly work, though the authors should ensure it is grammatically accurate and accessible by defining technical terms when needed.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper "Gender Perspectives on Climate Change: A Perceptual Analysis of Agricultural Activities" provides insightful information about how gender affects agricultural adaptation plans and perceptions of climate change, backed by empirical data from 240 Bihar families. Though it may be improved with a better presentation, the addition of qualitative insights, and more thorough policy suggestions, it successfully draws attention to gender differences in awareness and decision-making. The study, taken as a whole, tackles a topical and pertinent subject that might influence gender-inclusive climate adaptation research and policy.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	


	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:



	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5
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