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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 is important for the scientific community because it offers valuable, evidence-based insights into how natural disasters affect farming communities in one of India’s most vulnerable coastal regions. By combining farmers’ real experiences with systematic data, it highlights the severe impacts of floods, cyclones and droughts on crop production, land and water resources, and socio-economic conditions. The study fills a critical gap in localized research by focusing on Cuddalore district, providing a nuanced understanding of farmers’ vulnerabilities and adaptive capacities. Its findings can guide policymakers, researchers and extension agencies in designing targeted climate-resilient interventions, strengthening institutional support, and building community-based disaster management systems to protect agricultural livelihoods in disaster-prone areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and relevant and connects well to the study.
	

	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 quite detailed and covers the main points well, including the purpose of the study, methods used, key findings, and recommendations. However, it can be made clearer by removing some of the repeated details and too many percentage figures, which make it a bit lengthy. Instead, it should focus on the most important findings and briefly highlight why the study matters for policy and future research. Rearranging the content to flow smoothly from the problem to the methods, results, and significance would make the abstract more concise and easy to read.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It follows a clear research structure with well-defined objectives, appropriate sampling methods, and systematic data collection through interviews. The analysis is logical and supported by relevant data, tables, and references to previous studies. The findings are consistent with the objectives, and the conclusions are based on the results. Overall, the study is methodically sound and presents accurate, evidence-based information.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are relevant and mostly sufficient, covering key studies and reports that support the research. However, a few of them are slightly dated, with several references from before 2020. Adding more recent studies, especially from the last 3–4 years, on climate change impacts, disaster resilience, and adaptation in agriculture would make the paper stronger. Including recent government reports or international studies on disaster management in farming communities could also add more depth and context.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally clear and understandable, but it would benefit from some editing to improve flow and readability. There are a few grammatical errors, awkward phrases, and repetitions that make parts of the text sound less formal. With careful proofreading and minor language polishing, especially in sentence structure and word choice, the manuscript can meet the standard required for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-structured and relevant study that addresses an important issue affecting farming communities in disaster-prone areas. The topic is timely, and the findings provide useful insights for policymakers, researchers, and extension agencies. To further improve the manuscript, the authors could refine the abstract for clarity, update some references, and polish the language for smoother reading. Adding a short section on the broader implications of the study for future research and policy would also strengthen its impact.
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