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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely issue related to agricultural risk management through crop insurance, focusing on paddy farmers in Nepal. Understanding farmers’ perceptions, awareness, and adoption behavior is crucial for improving the effectiveness of crop insurance schemes, especially in climate-vulnerable regions. The mixed-method approach and pre–post design provide useful empirical evidence on perception change after insurance participation. The findings offer valuable insights for policymakers, extension agencies, and insurance providers to strengthen outreach, training, and institutional coordination.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the core focus of the study.
No change 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 well structured and covers objectives, methodology, key results, and conclusions. However, it can be improved by briefly mentioning the policy relevance of the findings and clarifying the time gap between pre and post assessment. Minor language polishing is also recommended for improved clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. The research design, sampling procedure, data collection tools, and statistical analyses (paired t-test, multiple regression, Garrett’s ranking) are appropriate for the stated objectives. Reliability testing and triangulation strengthen the validity of the findings. However, clearer justification for the right-tailed test and more discussion on the relatively low R² value would improve rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely relevant and adequate, with good coverage of Nepal-specific and regional studies. However, inclusion of more recent international literature (last 3–5 years) on agricultural insurance perception and behavioral economics would strengthen the theoretical grounding and global relevance.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate English editing. There are issues related to repetition, sentence structure, tense consistency, and formatting of tables and figures. Professional language editing is recommended.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No major ethical issues were identified. The study appears to have followed appropriate ethical procedures, including informed participation and anonymized data collection.
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