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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
This is the important manuscript for scientific community 
 
 
 
The theme is interesting and well developed 
 
To improve 
 
Yes so Chapter numbers must be assigned to each major part 
 
 
The references are sufficient and just recent- is good 
 
Fixed Figure 1 which is blurred. It is necessary to differentiate the colours of the histograms. Titled 
the entities of the legend then remove the title in the figure because it is mentioned below. This is 
valid for all figures.  
Table 2 should be in one block, not on two different pages for readability. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
The argument needs to be improved  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Overall, the article is acceptable because it establishes a valuable relationship between people and 
decision-makers between the perception of climate change and agricultural activities. It would be 
further pleasant if the influence of climate change on agricultural yields were also addressed by a 
comparative study between climate change indices and some relative agricultural data; adding to 
this are proposals for solutions. But I retain that the article is good. 
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