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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Climate change is a global phenomenon, so any study that would promote adaptation, especially of climate -smart technologies would be very useful to the agriculture sector. This study has significant value since grape is a high value crop. If it can be grown following technologies like INM and IPM, and other Climate Smart technologies, then it can ensure production of safer table fruits for the consumers and better yield and productivity for the farmers
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	There were 2 titles used in the paper. One is “Constraints And Strategic Extension Interventions For Promoting Climate Smart Agriculture Among Grape Growers In Ahilyanagar District, and another title was used in the methodology which is “Attitude of Grape Growers Towards Climate Smart Agriculture (CSA) in Ahilyanagar District”. I would go for the first, but I suggest to add India since the readers may not be familiar with the districts in India. 

Please don’t mention the second title in the methodology since it will confuse the readers.
	

	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 needs editing. Be consistent in the use of the term constraints, instead of attitude. I need a bit of justification for the use of ex-post facto research design in the methodology. Be consistent also in the use of extension interventions, as stipulated in the title. 

Please see my comments and edits in the article
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The analysis of data using the 3-point likert scale must be indicated in the table and legend. I tried re-computing some figures, and I found some weighted means to be incorrect. 

There are also lots of inconsistent terms used (please see my comments and edits in the article)
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think yes, and mostly are recent publications.
	

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


	The English quality needs improvement. Editing is necessary to improve the readability of the article.
	

	Optional/General comments


	More of my comments are in the article that I reviewed. 

English editing is necessary for this paper.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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