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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 contributes to the understanding of how agrometeorological advisory services influence decision-making among paddy farmers under real field conditions. The empirical evidences through the assessment on adoption level, relevance, and farmer satisfaction can support improvement in the advisory dissemination strategies. The findings are useful for researchers, extension professionals, and policy planners working on climate-resilient agriculture. Overall, the study adds practical value to the existing body of literature on agrometeorological services.
	

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

	Yes, the article's title accurately conveys the goals and scope of the research.
	

	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 comprehensive and contains the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it would be further improved by briefly highlighting from the findings the practical implications for improving agrometeorological advisory services at the level of farmers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript has been found to be scientifically correct. The method used for data collection and analysis is appropriate for this research, and the statistical tools used for data analysis are appropriate for the evaluation of adoption, relevance, and level of satisfaction among farmers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are pertinent and sufficient to support the study. The majority of the references cited are appropriate to the topic, although including a few recent references on agrometeorological advisory services could strengthen the body of literature.
	

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

	The overall language, as well as the standard of English, employed in the present manuscript, are sufficiently appropriate for scholarly communication. A few minor changes in grammar are required to enhance the readability of the text.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is structured well, and useful empirical data are included. With minor improvements in the explanations of some aspects of the methodology and presentation, the paper can be even improved.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript.
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