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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 manuscript addresses an important and timely issue by empirically examining climate change adaptation practices in soybean farming under semi-arid conditions. By combining farmers’ perceptions, adaptation strategy use indices, and economic analysis, the study provides valuable evidence on the productivity and profitability implications of climate-resilient practices. The findings contribute to the growing literature on climate-smart agriculture by offering location-specific insights that are highly relevant for rainfed regions facing monsoon variability. The results are particularly useful for researchers, extension agencies, and policymakers aiming to design effective adaptation strategies for smallholder farmers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope and content of the study. It clearly communicates the focus on climate adaptation and the geographical context.
Optional suggestion (if the journal prefers more specificity):
“Economic and Productivity Impacts of Climate-Responsive Soybean Farming Practices in Semi-Arid Telangana, India.”
	

	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 well structured, covering the aims, methodology, key results, and conclusions. It clearly highlights the comparative nature of the study and the economic advantage of timely sowing with medium-duration varieties.
However, the abstract could be slightly improved by:
Briefly mentioning the sample size (90 farmers) to strengthen methodological clarity.
Reducing minor repetition related to profitability and resilience.
Explicitly stating the policy or extension relevance in the concluding sentence.
No major deletions are necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The research design, sampling approach, analytical tools (ASUI, partial budget analysis, descriptive statistics), and interpretation of results are consistent with accepted practices in agricultural economics and climate adaptation research. The results are logically presented and well supported by data and relevant literature. Minor clarifications in methodology description and consistency in terminology would further strengthen scientific rigor, but no fundamental scientific flaws are observed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent, with several citations from 2021–2025. The manuscript appropriately integrates peer-reviewed journal articles, policy reports, and authoritative data sources.
As a minor suggestion, the authors could consider adding:
One or two references on economic evaluation of climate-smart agriculture in India or South Asian rainfed systems to further contextualize findings. Overall, the reference list adequately supports the study.
	

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

	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Technical terminology is correctly used, and the manuscript is understandable to an international audience. However, minor grammatical issues, sentence length, and occasional repetition are present. A light professional language editing or proofreading would further improve clarity and readability but is not strictly required.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well organized and provides a good balance between descriptive analysis and economic evaluation. The use of partial budgeting strengthens the practical relevance of the study. The inclusion of farmer perceptions adds depth and contextual understanding. Improving figure captions, ensuring consistent formatting, and refining transitions between sections would enhance overall presentation.

This is a well-executed and policy-relevant study that makes a meaningful contribution to research on climate-resilient agriculture. The findings clearly demonstrate the economic and productivity benefits of timely sowing with medium-duration soybean varieties under climate variability. With minor revisions focused on language polishing and slight clarification in the abstract and methods, the manuscript is suitable for publication. I recommend acceptance with minor revisions.
	



	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

No
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