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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)

	Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?

      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide additional suggestions/comments)


	1. The manuscript "Enhancing Risk Management in Haryana's Agricultural Sector: Perceptions and Awareness of Pradhan Mantri Fasal Bima Yojana among Insured and Non-Insured Farmers" offers valuable insights into the perceptions and awareness of crop insurance in the region, contributing crucial data for risk management in agriculture. The study’s findings are significant for the scientific community, as they highlight the existing gaps in awareness and the factors influencing farmers' decisions regarding insurance. The research is particularly relevant for policymakers, agricultural economists, and risk management professionals, providing a foundation for further studies and interventions in agricultural insurance and rural development.

2. The title "Enhancing Risk Management in Haryana's Agricultural Sector: Perceptions and Awareness of Pradhan Mantri Fasal Bima Yojana among Insured and Non-Insured Farmers" effectively captures the essence of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on risk management, the geographical context, and the specific scheme being evaluated.

However, to enhance clarity and align the title more closely with the study’s core objectives, an alternative title could be:

"Perceptions and Awareness of Pradhan Mantri Fasal Bima Yojana among Insured and Non-Insured Farmers in Haryana: Enhancing Agricultural Risk Management."

This revised title maintains the key elements while emphasizing the focus on farmers' perceptions and awareness.
3. The abstract of the manuscript provides a clear overview of the research by summarizing the key elements, including the methodology, findings, and recommendations. It effectively outlines the study's scope, which focuses on the awareness and perceptions of Pradhan Mantri Fasal Bima Yojana among insured and non-insured farmers in Haryana.

However, the abstract could benefit from a slight restructuring for enhanced clarity. While the findings and recommendations are well-presented, the abstract might be improved by explicitly stating the research objective at the outset, followed by a concise mention of the research methods. Additionally, summarizing the results in a clear, focused manner before concluding with the key recommendations would enhance the readability and impact of the abstract.

4. The manuscript is generally well-structured and logically organized, with appropriate subsections. The use of clear subsections such as "Introduction," "Methodology," "Results and Discussion," and "Conclusion" helps guide the reader through the research process effectively. The structure aligns with standard academic formatting, making it easier to follow the study’s progression.

However, there are a few areas where the structure could be enhanced for clarity. For example, the "Results and Discussion" section might benefit from separate subsections or clearer headings to distinguish between the different aspects of the study, such as risk factors, awareness, and perceptions. This would make it easier for readers to pinpoint specific areas of interest.

Additionally, the "Conclusion" section could benefit from a more focused summary of key findings and clear, actionable recommendations based on the study’s outcomes.

Overall, the manuscript's subsections and structure are appropriate, but minor adjustments could improve clarity and coherence.

5. The manuscript is scientifically correct, as it provides a thorough investigation into the perceptions and awareness of crop insurance among farmers in Haryana, India. The methodology is sound, utilizing a robust sample size and appropriate statistical techniques to analyze the data. The findings are consistent with existing literature on agricultural insurance, and the study offers valid insights into the challenges and opportunities in risk management within the agricultural sector.

However, there are a few areas where the scientific rigor could be enhanced. For example, the discussion section could benefit from a deeper analysis of the implications of the findings, particularly in relation to existing policies and potential interventions. Additionally, more specific information about the sampling technique and data collection process would enhance the study's transparency and reproducibility.

In general, the manuscript is scientifically robust and contributes valuable knowledge to the field of agricultural risk management. Minor improvements could further strengthen the scientific validity of the study.

6. The manuscript includes a substantial list of references that are relevant to the study. The references encompass a variety of sources, including recent publications and pertinent research on agricultural insurance and risk management.

However, a few references are slightly outdated, with some publications dating back more than ten years. While historical context is important, incorporating more recent studies would enhance the relevance and timeliness of the research. Additionally, including more references from international journals or comparative studies could broaden the scope and provide a more global perspective on the topic.

Additional comments:

The manuscript addresses an important topic in agricultural risk management and provides insightful findings that contribute to understanding farmers' perceptions and awareness of crop insurance in Haryana. The research offers valuable recommendations for enhancing customer satisfaction and increasing participation in crop insurance programs. While the manuscript is generally well-structured and scientifically sound, enhancing clarity in certain sections and incorporating more recent references would further improve its quality. The study holds significant potential to inform policy decisions and support the agricultural sector's resilience against risks and uncertainties.
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	Minor REVISION comments

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is written in clear, professional language that is appropriate for an academic audience. The ideas are well-expressed, and the vocabulary is suitable for the topic at hand.

However, there are occasional minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that could benefit from careful proofreading. Improving the clarity and consistency of the language in these areas would enhance the manuscript’s readability and overall quality.

In short, the article's language is acceptable for scholarly communication, but minor edits would improve its polish and professionalism.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript's English quality is adequate for conveying the key findings and ideas. The language is generally clear and understandable, which supports the communication of the research. However, some sections could benefit from refined phrasing and improved sentence structure for enhanced clarity and coherence. A thorough review and minor revisions would align the manuscript with high scholarly standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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