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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.


	This manuscript makes a significant contribution to agricultural economics and climate adaptation research by demonstrating how the omission of weather variables in efficiency studies can lead to biased estimates of technical inefficiency, thereby misguiding policy recommendations. The study's approach of comparing stochastic frontier production models with and without weather controls provides a methodological advancement that is particularly relevant for climate-vulnerable agricultural regions worldwide, not just Myanmar. Furthermore, the research offers timely and practical insights for policymakers and stakeholders by identifying specific interventions—such as promoting organic fertilizers, preventing chemical fertilizer overuse, and enhancing climate information services—that can improve both productivity and resilience in vegetable farming systems facing increasing weather extremes. The findings are especially pertinent given the manuscript's analysis of data from the 2024 monsoon season, which included the impacts of Typhoon Yagi, making it a valuable case study for understanding real-world climate risks and adaptation strategies in smallholder agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable.
	

	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 generally comprehensive but could be improved in several areas. First, add a sentence about the research gap early in the abstract, emphasizing that most efficiency studies omit weather factors, leading to biased estimates of inefficiency. Second, include important quantitative findings such as the 15.74% potential productivity improvement with full efficiency gains, and briefly mention the impact of Typhoon Yagi in September 2024 to highlight the study's timeliness and real-world relevance. Third, restructure the results section for better flow by organizing findings in a logical sequence: weather effects on efficiency, production input effects, and then inefficiency determinants. Fourth, condense the policy recommendations section, which currently occupies nearly half the abstract, to 2-3 key points while maintaining essential messages. Finally, strengthen the opening sentence to immediately state the research problem rather than just providing general context. For example, begin with: "While weather conditions critically influence crop production efficiency, most technical efficiency studies omit these uncontrollable factors, potentially overstating inefficiency." Overall, the abstract contains all necessary elements but would benefit from better organization and clearer emphasis on the study's novelty and contribution.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall, employing appropriate methodology (Stochastic Frontier Production approach) with statistical rigor (VIF values indicate no multicollinearity, likelihood ratio tests properly conducted). The selection of weather variables is justified based on crop physiology, and the sample size of 150 farmers is adequate for this type of analysis. However, several points need improvement. First, the study should explicitly acknowledge that the mean technical efficiency improvement is modest (from 85.1% to 86.4%), which, while statistically significant, has limited practical impact. Second, the interpretation of negative coefficients for chemical fertilizers as "over-application" should be strengthened with data comparing actual application rates to recommended doses. Third, data limitations should be stated more clearly, such as the use of cross-sectional data from a single season (2024) during which Typhoon Yagi occurred as an exceptional event, potentially limiting the generalizability of findings. Additionally, potential endogeneity concerns regarding farmers who adopt adaptation strategies should be acknowledged. In conclusion, the manuscript is scientifically correct and suitable for publication, but would be strengthened by more explicitly discussing these limitations in the conclusion section and acknowledging both the statistical significance and practical implications of the findings. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Add 5-8 recent references (2020-2024) covering climate impacts on vegetable production, recent SFA applications with weather controls, and climate adaptation strategies. This would strengthen the literature foundation and demonstrate engagement with current scholarship.
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	Good 
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