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	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.


	This article in general perspective is timely due to the fact that it is addressing climate change vulnerabilities, however the reporting is not well communicated

There are too many grammatical errors which are making even the reading and grasping the whole ideas stressful.

The author should reorganise the ideas well so as to communicate and add value to the scientific research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitability relies on the ability to communicate at first glance when you read the title, this title might be suitable but it doesn’t communicate directly, the author should reframe the title for ease of reading and understanding the content. 

“ Assessing the Vulnerability of Farming Systems to Climate Change in Banda District of Uttar Pradesh” is more vocal. 
	

	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 too long and doesn’t portray scientific language, it need restructuring to capture IMRAD framework. 

It has too many justification and looks like a report. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It’s scientifically weak. The author should reorganise the whole paper,  line 1 in abstract, ‘ Agriculture is the major source of livelihood…’, article ‘the’ can be controversial , can be replace with ‘a’ because there are other sources of livelihood. It is not clear what CVI =? mean in methodology. Also, line one in results and I quote, ‘the exposure refers the variation in the temperature…’ what is the author saying?

These are some of the mistakes that make the readability difficult. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are too old, missing the link with the current research from 2020 to 2025. The author should add more recent work to compare with the older research.
	

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


	The quality of English is poor, it need improvement.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The work could be better if the author can manage the language and sentence construction.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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