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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.


	The paper provides critical information on the adoption issues of banana farmers in Wayanad under the State Crop Insurance Scheme (SCIS) which has widespread implications for agricultural insurance studies in disaster-prone areas.

 Through the identification and analysis of the constraints in a systematic manner, it gives empirical data that can be used by the policy makers, agricultural planners, and extension services to streamline the efficacy of crop insurance schemes. 

The research is of importance to science as it addresses a research gap on the district-specific and crop-specific restrictions, especially on banana production, which is very sensitive to the impact of climate-related risks.

 In addition, the results can be used to shape more accommodating and effective insurance programmes that can address the needs of smallholder farmers in a better manner.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, “The Constraints Faced by the Banana Farmers in Adopting the State Crop Insurance Scheme, Wayanad”, is somewhat descriptive but can be made to be more succinct and to the point about the main findings of the research. A better alternative title would be: Barriers to Adopting the State Crop Insurance Scheme: A case of Banana farmers in Wayanad.
	

	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 detailed and well-organised addressing the main elements of the study, such as the aims, study design, methodology, results and conclusions. Nevertheless, in order to make it more concise and purposeful, I would want to suggest that: 
1. Although the abstract refers to the findings, it can be concise and can contain the most important findings more concretely. For example, a reference to the most important constraint of timeliness of claim disbursement would allow making the results more straightforward in the first place. 2. The part on the methodology could be tightened to reduce repetitive information. For example, you can reword the semi-structured interview schedule to interviews with insured farmers without losing the meaning of the methodology. 3. The research influence may be more highlighted with regard to practical advice. It would be more interesting to include a brief sentence on the possible policy or practical implications for the readers who may be interested in applying the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and methodologically justified. It correctly points out the major limitations, deploys a feasible sampling technique and presents a sound structure on how to deal with the challenges facing the banana farmers in Wayanad. However, it would be even stronger with some additional explanations on the aspects of sampling bias and statistical methods.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources used in the manuscript are adequate for the context, yet the addition of more recent and specific works, especially those addressing the issue of the digital transformation in insurance, the effects of climate change, and an update of the agricultural insurance policy in Kerala, might add more scientific value to the manuscript. 

The inclusion of the references would make the manuscript based on the latest research and keep it in line with the world trends in agricultural risk management.


	

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


	The language and quality of the English used in the article are mostly appropriate in scholarly communication. However, it needs to be improved in terms of academic tone, the usage of verb tenses, and simplification of a few sentences to make the entire manuscript clearer and easier to read. 

These changes would make the article fit the formal requirements of scholarly articles and retain its accuracy and comprehensive results.
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