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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.

	The paper contributes meaningfully to scientific studies by deriving a systematic and empirical examination of economic resilience for farm households threatened by climate change on Kerala's coastal plains. By developing an Economic Resilience Index (ERI) grounded on absorptive, adaptive, and transformative capacity, the paper provides a synthesis analysis of determinants that impact resilience at the agro-ecological unit level. The results not only identify spatial inequities in resilience but also offer actionable insights for policy interventions for improving climate adaptation among exposed coastal communities. The study serves as a precious companion for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners of sustainable agriculture, climate resilience, and rural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	For the most part, it is informative and clear. The focus on economic resilience, the target group (farm households), the context (climate change), and the geographic location (Kerala's coastal plains) are all effectively communicated.
	

	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 is generally well-written and thorough, and the context, methodology, and research findings are all fairly balanced. Readability and organization could still be enhanced. Important recommendations for what should be added, changed, and retained are as follows:
Strengths of the Current Abstract: The problem situation—Kerala's climate vulnerability—is clearly described.

The methodology: 
ERI on absorptive, adaptive, and transformative capacities.
The main conclusions are given, along with the variations in ERI between AEUs, paying special attention to Kuttanad and Kaipad. It concludes with a message that is relevant to the policy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is generally sound in terms of methodology and science. It adheres to a logical structure and uses a suitable conceptual framework
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the references in the manuscript are largely sufficient, relevant, and recent. 
	

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

	

Yes, the English language is suitable.


	

	Optional/General comments

	
The paper is a recent, well-crafted discussion of economic resilience of Kerala's coastal agrarian groups on the basis of an espoused purpose, sound methodology, and pertinent empirical evidence. But in the spirit of improving its clarity as much as its effect, some adjustments are proposed.

Firstly, giving the brief definitions of AEU, ERI, ABI, ACI, and TCI in the beginning of the paper would help readers more to comprehend. Statistical calculation is fine, but it will be easy to perceive at a glance if individuals are informed about ANOVA results. The transformative capacity part is not as developed as the other capacities; incorporation of live examples or a case study will enrich the content. Visuals like maps of the AEUs and ERI comparison based on graphs would enhance interaction and comprehension. Recommendations are thoughtfully made but could be even more unified under thematic subheadings to create greater clarity. Simple adjustments to word choice would improve readability, and the conclusion should be a bit longer to reiterate how every capacity influences policy streams. Lastly, ensure consistent formatting of references and adhere to the target journal's citation format.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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