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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.


	This publication significantly contributes to the scholarly community by recording farmers' impressions of extreme climatic occurrences and their impacts on agriculture and livelihoods in coastal West Bengal. Although extensive research exists on the implications of climate change, there is a scarcity of studies that amalgamate agricultural disruption and livelihood instability into a unified framework utilizing perception-based data. The study offers region-specific insights by concentrating on areas that are particularly vulnerable, which are essential for formulating localized adaptation measures. Its focus on how farmers see things also gives it a grassroots point of view that works well with technical vulnerability assessments. This makes it useful for policymakers and climate adaptation planning.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Perceived Impact of Extreme Climatic Events on Agricultural Livelihoods: A Study in Coastal region of West Bengal” is clear and relevant.
However, a slightly refined version could improve readability:
Suggested Alternative Title: “Farmers’ Perceptions of Extreme Climatic Events and Their Impacts on Agriculture and Livelihoods in Coastal West Bengal”.
This highlights both the perception aspect and the dual focus on agriculture and livelihoods.


	

	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 complete and well-organized, including the goals, methods, main results, and policy implications. It makes it apparent how important the research is. 
Suggestions for improvement: • For better reading, make some long phrases shorter. 
• Include a short summary of the study's strong point: the differences between South 24 Parganas and East Medinipur. 
• Add a policy suggestion phrase (like "need for climate-resilient crops" or "disaster preparedness") at the end to make the applicable value stronger.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound. The research design, sampling, data collection, and analysis (descriptive statistics, mean perception scores, and comparative indices) are appropriate for the objectives. Results are clearly presented with tables and interpretation, and they are consistent with the cited literature. The conclusions logically follow from the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and generally recent, with key citations from IPCC (2022), UNDP (2022), and peer-reviewed journals up to 2023. They provide a good balance between global reports and region-specific studies.
Suggestion: Consider adding one or two more recent international references (2023–2024) on farmer perceptions and climate adaptation to strengthen global relevance.
	

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


	The English is generally clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are occasional long and complex sentences that may be simplified for better readability. Minor grammatical polishing would further improve flow, especially in the abstract and discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, with a strong introduction and detailed methodology.

The use of both agricultural and livelihood dimensions is a key strength.

Tables are informative, though figures (graphs/charts) could make comparisons more visually engaging.

Policy implications could be expanded slightly in the conclusion to emphasize practical applications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	The study involved farmer surveys using interviews. The methodology mentions pre-tested schedules and random sampling but does not explicitly state whether ethical approval was obtained from an institutional review board or whether informed consent was taken from respondents.

While such details are sometimes omitted in agricultural and perception studies, most journals expect a short statement confirming voluntary participation, informed consent, and confidentiality of data.

Suggestion: The authors should add an Ethical Considerations section or at least one sentence in the methodology stating that participation was voluntary, anonymity was maintained, and consent was obtained.
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