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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides valuable empirical insights into the socio-economic and environmental vulnerabilities of coastal farmers affected by natural disasters in Tamil Nadu. By linking farmers’ demographic and psychological profiles with their perceptions of disaster impacts, the study offers a comprehensive understanding of how human and environmental factors interact to shape agricultural resilience. The findings contribute to the growing body of literature on climate change adaptation by highlighting localized challenges and identifying gaps in institutional support, education, and extension services. Moreover, the study’s recommendations offer practical policy directions for promoting climate-resilient agriculture and sustainable rural livelihoods in disaster-prone regions, making it highly relevant for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners alike.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Impact of Natural Disasters on the Livelihood of Farmers in Cuddalore District, Tamil Nadu” is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the study’s focus on disaster impacts, farmers’ livelihoods, and the specific geographic region. However, it can be slightly refined to sound more academic and precise if used an alternative like this:

“Socio-Economic Impacts of Natural Disasters on Farming Communities in Cuddalore District, Tamil Nadu”


	

	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.


	A few refinements could make it more concise, balanced, and aligned with scientific writing standards. Here are my detailed suggestions:

· Clearly defines the problem statement and geographic context (Cuddalore district, Tamil Nadu).

· Mentions the sample size (120 farmers) and data collection method (structured interview).

· Summarizes the key findings across four major domains (crop production, land, water, and socio-economic impacts).

· Provides policy-oriented recommendations emphasizing resilience and climate adaptation.

1. Condense background details:

        The first few lines are slightly long and descriptive. You can shorten the explanation of “natural            disasters in coastal Tamil Nadu” to make room for more emphasis on findings and implications.

2. Add a clear statement of objectives

3. Avoid too many percentage values

4. Add a concluding statement on scientific contribution


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The topic is relevant and significant, particularly in the context of increasing climate-related disasters and their socio-economic impacts. The objectives and study area are clearly defined. The use of survey or field data (if included) is appropriate for this type of socio-economic impact study. The manuscript contributes to understanding vulnerability, coping mechanisms, and livelihood challenges among farmers.

Points That May Need Improvement

1. Methodology clarity
· The manuscript should clearly describe how data were collected (e.g., sampling size, survey tools, time frame, and analysis methods).

· If statistical analyses (like correlation, regression, or ANOVA) were used, details must be given to confirm validity.

· If only descriptive statistics were used, the authors should justify why advanced methods were not necessary.

2. Scientific reasoning and interpretation
· conclusions might be based on perception rather than quantifiable evidence. Consider strengthening the results with measurable indicators such as income loss, crop yield reduction, or recovery period.

· Ensure all claims (e.g., “most farmers experienced livelihood loss”) are supported by data or citations.

3. Use of references
· The paper should reference recent and relevant literature on disaster impact and rural livelihoods.

· Cross-reference similar studies from other regions to strengthen the scientific context.

4. Figures and tables
· Verify that all figures, tables, and graphs are labeled properly, have units, and support the discussion logically.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites a moderate number of references, mainly for background and to support specific points about farmer vulnerability, disaster impact, and socio-economic factors.For a study analyzing farmer perceptions and socio-economic impacts, the number of references seems limited, particularly for methodology, resilience frameworks, and disaster management practices.

Several key citations are older (2012, 2015, 2016). Considering the rapid development in climate adaptation, disaster risk management, and agricultural resilience studies, more recent studies (2022–2025) should be included, especially from peer-reviewed journals focusing on India or coastal agriculture.


	

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


	The language is understandable but not fully polished for scholarly publication. The manuscript would benefit from careful proofreading, editing for grammar, tense consistency, and conciseness, and minor rephrasing to meet international academic standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely topic, given the increasing frequency of natural disasters and their impacts on coastal agriculture in India. It contributes valuable empirical data on farmer perceptions, socio-economic vulnerabilities, and adaptive capacity in Cuddalore district. The study design and methodology are appropriate for the research objectives, though some clarification on sampling rationale, data analysis methods, and measures of reliability would strengthen the scientific rigor. The results are presented clearly with tables and percentages, but some repetition could be reduced, and key findings could be emphasized more concisely in the discussion. The discussion and conclusions are meaningful and provide practical recommendations for policymakers and extension agencies, linking the findings to broader issues of resilience and climate adaptation. While the manuscript is scientifically sound, improvements in language, grammar, and academic style are necessary to meet the standards of international scholarly communication. The reference list is somewhat limited and could be expanded to include more recent studies (2022–2025) on climate adaptation, disaster management, and socio-economic resilience in coastal agriculture.

Overall, with revisions to language, references, and methodological clarity, the manuscript has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the literature on disaster impacts on agriculture and rural livelihoods.
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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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