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	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.


	The manuscript entitled ‘Assessing the Impact of Climate Change on Agricultural Yield in Benin: Trends, Vulnerabilities, and Adaptation Strategies, is an important topic as we know that now a day’s climate change has an adverse effect not only in the lives of people but also the agriculture. 
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	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive. 
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	Yes, it is suitable for the scholarly communities.
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	Some grammatical mistakes have been found and are highlighted in the research paper.
Write down the results of the findings along with the table itself.

Do not repeat the methodology including the statistical tools again and again.

Data for household survey is not clear whether it is a primary data or secondary data.

Although paper is good, but it needs much refinement.
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