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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	Author’s Feedback (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 offers valuable insights into the challenges coastal farmers in Southern Bangladesh encounter when adopting climate-smart agricultural practices. By examining the socio-economic factors affecting these constraints, the study provides crucial information for researchers and policymakers focused on strengthening agricultural resilience in at-risk areas. The findings underscore the necessity for targeted interventions to enhance farmers' access to knowledge and resources, which are vital for promoting sustainable agricultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes. How ever, if the researcher has a desire to make it more concise, I recommend this: “Constraints Faced in Adopting Climate-Smart Agriculture Among Coastal Farmers in Southern Bangladesh”  
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, as it outlines the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, it could benefit from additional background information.  So, I recommend that the researcher include at least one sentence to provide context for the study. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript seems scientifically robust, following a structured approach common in research studies, with clearly defined objectives, methodology, and analysis. The application of statistical methods, such as descriptive statistics, correlation and regression analysis, is suitable for describing and exploring the relationships between socio-economic factors and the constraints faced by farmers. However, many of the findings lack support from relevant literature, which diminishes the study's credibility. Further the researchers do not include the method of data analysis in the methodology part even if the use different statistical methods in their result part.  Therefore, the researcher should discuss these findings in relation to previous research to strengthen the manuscript and include the methods they have used in the methodology part. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Method of data analysis in the methodology part and Discussion part is missing in this manuscript. So, I recommend the researchers that they should include these two main parts in their manuscript to enhance the study's credibility. 
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