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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 manuscripts posses following importance to audience
· Act as guide to policy makers in formulating policies related to addressing issues on climate change and farming.

· It will be resource to farmers in adapting climate change farming as manuscript contains indigenous method of forecasting weather which is very important.
· The findings of this manuscript are very worth to all audience.

· Farmers of other parts of world can learn from this manuscript in traditional methods in addressing or employing climate change adaption measure.

· This manuscript has greater scope in future reference as literature guide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is clear, however, I would suggest if the author can make a slight change like “Adapting to Unpredictability: Exploring the Effect of Shifting Weather and Farming Measures” to make it more reader-friendly. The title of the article plays a greater role in attracting readers. So one needs to use appropriate words to gain the attention of the audience.
	

	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 contains all the required information.  No refinement is required in this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically excellent. It has followed all the necessary stages of research methods. The result and discussion section conveys what researcher intend to. The finding found so relevant and appropriate for audience. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the references are very relevant to the literature. However, as a peer reviewer, I would suggest if the author could add more literature support in the result and discussion part. The findings of the research should be supported with enough literature for more validity. Some literatures are old, to make supplement (Example literature which is published in 2011, and 2013) In the field of research it is wise to support one’s findings with latest literature to add value of research.  Within the range of 2011/2013 there could have been many changes.
	

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


	The researcher has use appropriate language in his write up. Plain language and with simple structure is one means to attract audience. Language in this manuscript is communicable to all the audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Some general opinion

· This literature has greater scope to guide policy makers in framing policies related to farming to suit climate change. Climate change is affecting the farming in world-wide, so policy makers should be aware of this and formulate policy to address this issue to address the world hunger. More of such literatures are necessary in current farming scenario.

· Traditional methods of weather forecasting is very interesting, This will help other farmers who has limited literacy rate to understand scientific weather forecasting system. 
· Farmers employing climate change adaptation measures like (land utilization, farming in wet land, cultivation of early matured crops) are key information to farmer who does farming in drought area. This information is very interesting and relevant to audience.

· Literature (Erratic market for agriculture product) is not very relevant to the manuscript.

· Literature found very informative and interesting.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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