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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 is important for the scientific and agricultural extension community as it provides empirical evidence on the economic benefits of micro-level Agrometeorological Advisory Services (MAAS) under the NICRA-AICRPAM project. The study demonstrates how timely, location-specific weather advisories contribute to reduced cost of cultivation and increased farm income. It adds practical insights into climate-resilient agriculture by quantifying long-term economic gains accrued by farmers. The findings are particularly relevant for policymakers, extension agencies, and researchers working on climate adaptation strategies in agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the scope, geographical focus, and objective of the study clearly.
No alternative title is required.
	

	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 and clearly outlines the background, objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it can be improved by:

· Briefly mentioning the methodology (field survey and economic analysis).

· Clearly specifying the time period over which the economic impact was assessed.

· Improving conciseness by avoiding repetition of background information.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and logically structured. The objectives align well with the methodology and results presented. The use of field surveys, cost-benefit analysis, and multi-year data strengthens the credibility of the findings. However, the study would benefit from:

· A clearer explanation of the sampling procedure and sample size selection.

· More explicit discussion on limitations of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant and appropriate to the topic. They include authoritative sources such as ICAR, IMD, and peer-reviewed journals. However, the manuscript could be strengthened by incorporating:

· More recent studies (post-2018) on climate services and digital agromet advisories.

· Comparative studies from other regions or countries for broader contextualization.


	

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


	The language is understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. Nevertheless, there are:

· Minor grammatical errors,

· Repetitions of sentences and phrases,

· Inconsistencies in formatting.

A moderate level of language editing is recommended to enhance clarity and readability


	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables and figures are informative but need better formatting and captions for improved clarity.

The Results and Discussion section can be better integrated to avoid repetition.

The conclusion effectively summarizes the findings but could include clearer policy and extension implications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are observed in this manuscript. The study is based on farmer surveys and secondary data related to agromet advisory dissemination.
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