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	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.


	The study is a useful work done on crop insurance from policy perspective. Some suggestions are:

1) Figure 1 is not necessary.

2) With regard to Figure 2, first the study district should be shown within the Bagmati province in the Nepal map. Then, as a next step, the study administrative units can be shown in the district map.

3) In the first line of second paragraph under section 2.2, the word “issued” should be changed as “purchased”.

4) Table 1 is not necessary.

5) Section 2.10 on definition is not necessary.

6) In table 3, other socio-economic and demographic characteristics viz. family size, farming experience, farm size, income, training received, membership in organizations and production are missing. They have to be included.

7) The sample size should be mentioned along with the caption of the table like n=122.

8) Section 3.2.5 is a repetition of farmers knowledge on insurance policy dealt in Section 3.2.1 but with different set of statements. Need clarity on it.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable to the article. But, it should include the province name which is the link between the district and the country. Thereby, the title may be reframed as “Perception of paddy farmers towards crop insurance scheme in Chitwan district of Bagmati province in Nepal”
	

	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. No need for any changes. 

The keywords are unclear, Some suggestions are: crop insurance, perception, awareness, process, adoption, paddy, risk management
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It has used relevant qualitative methodologies to bring out the perception of farmers about crop insurance before and after adoption.
	

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

1) In that, the publication year of Gauchan et al is mentioned as 2078. On scrutinizing the said report, it seems there is some inadvertent mistake in the timeline throughout the report. The author can write to the publisher and get clarity on this discrepancy.

2) Joshi et al, 2022 cited in the text is not listed in the reference.


	

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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