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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) 
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I suggest to modify the topic as 'Impacts of Climate Change on Agricultural Activities in 
Garhwal Himalayas: A comprehensive analysis on shifts, changes and adaptation strategies 
 
Yes 
 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
 
 
 
1. Author has to mention the number of accessed respondents accurately. Avoid, using 
'Nearly, around'. So, it is suggested to author, need to modify it in the part of abstract. 
 
2. Give the meaning for 'Mixed Methodology'. 
 
3. As per the given details in methodology, author has choosen 150 respondents from four 
villages under the selected area. But, the sampling distribution is another important process 
to under the why the priority is given for the specified number of people. It is not given in the 
study. 
 
4. The study has not incorporated any statistical tools except graphical presentation. Why? 
 
5. No statistical information given for figure.2 and 5. 
 
6. Given recommendations for the policy implications are not enough. Author has to develop 
it according to findings of the study.  
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