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	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 manuscript addresses the pressing issue of women's empowerment in the context of climate-resilient agriculture, focusing on the NICRA project in Murshidabad, West Bengal. The research is highly relevant, given the increasing need for gender-responsive policy and technological interventions to boost agricultural resilience in climate-vulnerable regions. By evaluating psychosocial factors such as scientific orientation, economic motivation, risk orientation, and social participation, the study offers valuable insights into both individual and collective dimensions of empowerment among rural women. These findings contribute to a deeper scientific understanding of the intersection between gender, climate adaptation, and sustainable rural development, reinforcing the manuscript’s significance for policymakers, agricultural researchers, and extension professionals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title precisely reflects the scope, setting, and thematic focus of the manuscript. It is both informative and specific, enabling readers to immediately gauge the relevance of the study. If desired, a slightly shortened version could be “Psycho-Social Drivers of Women’s Empowerment Under NICRA in Murshidabad, West Bengal.”
	

	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 comprehensive and concisely summarizes the study’s background, objectives, methods, key findings, and conclusions. It successfully highlights the gap in collective empowerment and the emphasis on individual gains. To enhance clarity, consider including the village names and the number of respondents directly in the abstract and briefly noting the practical implications for program design (e.g., the importance of group-based interventions).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is methodically sound. The research design, including sample selection, use of structured interviews, and statistical analysis, is appropriate for the research objectives. Variables are well-defined, and the correlation analysis effectively demonstrates the relationships between psychosocial traits and empowerment outcomes. The interpretation of results is nuanced and links empirical data to broader theoretical frameworks and policy implications. Tables are clear, and statistical significance is appropriately reported. However, including effect sizes or a regression model would further strengthen the analysis. Additionally, future iterations might discuss possible limitations (e.g., cross-sectional design, self-reported measures).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent, covering foundational works as well as current policy documents, empirical studies, and methodological sources. The manuscript cites well-recognized international and Indian sources in gender, agriculture, and climate adaptation research. For further enrichment, consider adding references exploring quantitative methods in empowerment studies or comparative analyses from other Indian states.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is clear, precise, and appropriate for scholarly communication. Terminology is well-selected, and the writing maintains an academic tone throughout. Occasional minor grammatical improvements (e.g., smoother transitions between paragraphs, reducing passive voice) would make the text even stronger, but overall readability and clarity are very good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript makes an important contribution to the literature on climate-resilient agriculture and gender empowerment. It offers practical recommendations for improving group mobilization and institutional support, which are critical for sustained and inclusive empowerment. Including a limitations section and suggestions for future research—such as longitudinal studies and intervention trial designs—could further benefit readers. Consider adding graphical summaries or policy recommendations for practitioners.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical concerns are apparent. 
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