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	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 makes a valuable contribution by developing a reliable and valid scale to assess climate-led vulnerability among farmers. The integration of exposure, sensitivity, and adaptive capacity provides a comprehensive and systematic framework for vulnerability assessment. The study offers a practical tool that can support evidence-based decision-making and targeted climate adaptation strategies. Its methodological rigor enhances its scientific credibility. The scale has strong potential for application in similar agro-climatic regions beyond the study area.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus, scope, and methodological contribution of the study. It accurately conveys the development of a measurement scale and the specific agro-climatic context, making it informative and relevant to the target audience.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key outcomes of the study. It adequately covers the development, reliability, and applicability of the scale. No major additions or deletions are required; however, a brief mention of the practical implications for policy or field-level interventions could further strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and the concepts, analysis, and interpretations are appropriate and well supported. The study follows an accepted methodological framework for scale development and validation. To further improve clarity and reader engagement, the methodology section could be strengthened by presenting the steps through a flow chart or block diagram. Inclusion of a methodological diagram would enhance understanding and make the research process more visually accessible to readers.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references cited in the manuscript are appropriate and sufficient to support the study’s framework and discussion. They include relevant foundational literature on climate vulnerability and scale development.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, well structured, and effectively conveys the research objectives and findings.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is well written and makes a meaningful contribution to the field of climate vulnerability assessment. The results are clearly presented in tabular form with detailed Likert-scale values, which ensures transparency and completeness. To further enhance reader engagement and improve the overall presentation, the authors may consider supplementing the results section with visual representations such as bar charts, pie charts, or scale/line diagrams. Incorporating such visualizations in the revised version would help readers quickly interpret patterns and trends and would further elevate the quality and standard of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study appears to have been conducted in accordance with standard ethical research practices, with appropriate consideration of respondent consent and data confidentiality.
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