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PART 1: Review Comments

Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments The following corrections are made in recommended lines:

1. Line 7; “effect” is not a good key word. You can put “Saline prone areas” 1. ‘Saline prone areas’ is written instead of ‘effect’.
instead. 2. Full expression of IPCC and SAAO is given.

2. Line 22, Line 63; IPCC, SAOO; when you use abbreviations please give the full 3. Necessary correction is done.
expression first. 4. Recommended correction is made.

3. Line 243; “Data” is plural. 5. The manual was from the mentioned date.

4. Line 246; 75.0 6. Yes, it does.

5.

Line 505-506; Why do you have dated references even for the ones you got
from the Internet web pages?
6. This research reflects the perceptions of farmers.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

In line 6 (Abstract), ‘is’ is highlighted which is vague to me. | cannot
understand what to do with these.

In line 11-13, it has been said that “STATEMENT IS NOT VERY CLEAR —
Paraphrase to show the meaning clearly'. It is a sentence written by
UNFCCC. So, should | paraphrase it?
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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with 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? (If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) o
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