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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The study discussed the livelihood systems of small and marginal farmers in rainfed ecosystem. The study was conducted in Gadag and Bagalkot districts of Karnataka. 
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	The authors attempted to provide a scientifically sound result from this research which is informative to farming community. But there are no any significant statistical techniques used in this study. Just the data is discussed in this paper. The paper needs to be rewritten in better way.  
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