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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 (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.


	1. This manuscript provides a crop-specific synthesis of agro-meteorological advisory services for both paddy and leafy vegetables, which is rarely addressed together in existing literature.

2. It links climate science, agronomy, and extension research to explain how advisories translate into on-farm decisions and outcomes.
3. The study identifies key gaps in advisory design, delivery, and impact evaluation, guiding future scientific and policy efforts.
4. It proposes a practical framework to improve the effectiveness and scalability of climate services in Indian agriculture.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is scientifically sound, clear, and appropriate for a review paper
	

	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, coherent, and scientifically sound.
It successfully covers:The purpose of the review (ACAS for paddy and leafy vegetables in India),The problem context (climate sensitivity, gaps in delivery and evaluation), The approach (synthesis of peer-reviewed evidence across disciplines),The key findings (where ACAS works, where it is weak), and contribution (a proposed framework and research agenda).

It is appropriate for a quality review article.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct, internally consistent, and well-aligned with current literature. 
The arguments are grounded in peer-reviewed sources, and the interpretation of agro-meteorological advisory services (ACAS), crop–climate interactions, and delivery mechanisms accurately reflects the present state of knowledge in climate services, agronomy, and extension science.

The manuscript correctly distinguishes between forecast generation, advisory translation, dissemination, and farmer response capacity, which is consistent with established climate-services and decision-support frameworks. 
No factual errors, conceptual inconsistencies, or misinterpretations of cited studies are evident. The conclusions logically follow from the reviewed evidence, and uncertainties and limitations are appropriately acknowledged. 
Overall, the manuscript meets scientific standards of accuracy, rigor, and coherence for a review article in this field.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is largely sufficient, relevant, and up-to-date. The manuscript appropriately cites recent peer-reviewed literature (mostly 2019–2025) covering climate services, agro-meteorological advisories, crop–climate interactions, communication pathways, and impact evaluation. 

The references adequately support the conceptual framework, crop-specific discussions (rice and vegetables), delivery mechanisms, and digital innovations discussed in the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, coherent, and appropriately formal, with consistent academic tone and terminology throughout. Technical concepts are explained precisely, sentences are well-structured, and the manuscript maintains logical flow across sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. A few minor enhancements could further strengthen the scholarly foundation, particularly in three areas:
(i) global climate-services frameworks,
(ii) economic or welfare impacts of climate information, and
(iii) operational climate services and digital agriculture in developing countries.
Suggestions: Some Relavent Tabular Data/ Graphical illustrations would do justice to this pertinent topic

2. Only minor copy editing may be required to address occasional long sentences, spacing issues in references (e.g., missing spaces around “&”), and small typographical inconsistencies, but these do not affect comprehension or scientific clarity. Overall, the manuscript meets the linguistic standards expected for publication in an international peer-reviewed journal.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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 detail)
No significant ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study is a narrative review based entirely on previously published, publicly available literature and does not involve human or animal subjects, personal data, or experimental interventions.

All sources are appropriately cited, and there is no indication of plagiarism, data fabrication, misrepresentation, or conflicts of interest within the scope of the manuscript. Therefore, no formal ethical approval is required, and the manuscript complies with standard ethical norms for scholarly review articles.
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