Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_152916

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	DEVELOPMENT OF A SCALE TO MEASURE THE CLIMATE-LED-VULNERABILITY OF FARMERS IN BUNDELKHAND AND GIRD AGRO-CLIMATIC ZONES OF MADHYA PRADESH

	Type of the Article
	


	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 provides a standardized, empirically validated tool to quantify climate-led vulnerability in specific agro-climatic zones where such a tool was previously lacking. It advances the scientific understanding of regional climate impacts by breaking down vulnerability into measurable dimensions: exposure, sensitivity, and adaptive capacity. The research offers a robust methodological framework—utilizing Likert’s summated rating and rigorous reliability testing—that can be adapted by other researchers to assess agricultural resilience in similar climate-prone regions globally. Furthermore, it serves as a critical bridge between environmental science and policy-making by identifying specific areas for targeted interventions and resource allocation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It clearly defines the scope (scale development), the specific variable (climate-led-vulnerability), the target population (farmers), and the geographical focus (Bundelkhand and Gird zones).
	

	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, as it covers the definition of vulnerability, the methodology used (Likert technique), the final scale composition (39 items), and the statistical results for reliability and validity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. It follows established psychometric procedures for scale construction, including:

· Operationalization: Clearly defining dimensions based on existing literature (IPCC, 2007; Deressa et al., 2008).

· Statistical Rigor: Using a relevancy test with experts, item analysis via 't' values (threshold > 1.75), and Cronbach’s alpha (0.86) for internal consistency.

· Methodological Transparency: Providing the mathematical formulas for the 't' value and reliability coefficients.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and moderately recent.

· Strengths: The author includes foundational texts (Likert, 1932; Anastasi, 1968) alongside very recent 2024 citations relevant to the Indian agricultural context.

· Suggestion: Ensure all citations in the text (e.g., Yadav et al., 2024; Shravani et al., 2024) are perfectly mirrored in the reference list with consistent formatting.


	

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


	The English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The terminology is technical and appropriate for the field of Agricultural Extension and Environmental Science.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The inclusion of the full 39-item scale in Table 1 is a significant strength, as it allows other researchers to evaluate the content validity of the items directly. The breakdown of adaptive capacity into Natural Resource Management, Crop Production, Livestock Management, and Institutional Interventions provides a highly nuanced view of how farmers are coping with environmental stressors.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no major ethical violations apparent in the manuscript.
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