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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? 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 
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1. Abstract: it has not revealed method, research goals, and particular research results. 

Where is climatic resilience on agriculture? And how is it tested with farmer’s adaptability? 
The article has not been presented these significant yet. 

2. Introduction: it has not presented research overview of authors in the world about 
agroclimatic drought; without research citation of articles. Research objective moves to 
method part 

3. Methodology: lacking particular method in this research 
4. Results: needing to supplement more results and assess those results 
5. Choosing rainfall data, needing to collect unified data in the same time, ex: 1990-2023. 

With different rainfall data period, it cannot be compared between blocks 
6. All the table has not showed units and annotation; References have not citation in the 
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