Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	International Journal of Environment and Climate Change  

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_IJECC_151241

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Adoption and Challenges of Climate-Resilient Technologies among Farmers in Semi-Arid Regions: A Case Study of Kukargaon, Jalaun District of Uttar Pradesh

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 relevance of the study has a wide range of implications not only for Indian agriculture but also for this industry in any part of the world. This is confirmed by all specialists involved in scientific research on the impact of climate change on agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article very carefully explains the location of the territory for which the research was conducted. Therefore, it is advisable for the author's name to be shortened to the usual number of words (11-13), and in the abstract, the limitation of the research territory has been made.
	

	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.


	It is desirable to clearly indicate the purpose and objectives of the research in the abstract (because during in-depth analysis, the reader can isolate these elements from the text at his own discretion). All other structural elements of the abstract are clearly present in the text of the article.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The scientific direction of the article is beyond doubt. All the material is presented consistently and scientifically competently.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are enough references and all of them are directly related to the topic of the work. Regarding the submission of references to scientific research by other authors, there are some wishes: 1. It is advisable to indicate references with numbers, and in the text to make notes in square brackets, and not to give the author's surname and year of publication. 2. I recommend that authors, when analyzing research and publications, emphasize what is present and what is lacking in a particular study for further development, improvement, and refinement in the presented work.
	

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

	
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research plan shows 3 directions. After this, section 3.1 appears, which introduces a little confusion into the structure of the article. Either the three directions of research purely objectively coincided with the sequence of presentation of the material, or the division into sections 1, 2, 3 is lost in the text. Usually, when structuring articles, this numbering is used, and it starts with 1. INTRODUCTION, and ends with 4 (or 5.). CONCLUSION. This structuring is absent in the article.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
Everything is ok  
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