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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 (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.
	This manuscript is super important because it shines a light on the real struggles farmers face with sand deposition in the Jamuna River floodplain, which isn’t talked about enough in research. It gives a clear picture of how this environmental issue messes with agricultural productivity and livelihoods, using solid data from farmers’ own perspectives. By linking socio-economic factors to these impacts, it offers practical insights for creating targeted solutions, which could really help policymakers and researchers working on sustainable agriculture in vulnerable regions. Honestly, it’s a great step toward understanding and tackling a problem that’s critical for food security and rural communities in places like Bangladesh.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title, "Farmers' Perception of Sand Deposition Impact on Agricultural Land in the Jamuna River Floodplain of Kazipur Upazila, Bangladesh," is clear and specific, effectively capturing the study’s focus on farmers’ views and the environmental issue in a precise location. However, it’s slightly wordy and could be streamlined for broader appeal. An alternative, "Farmers’ Perceptions of Sand Deposition Effects on Agriculture in Bangladesh’s Jamuna River Floodplain," is more concise, emphasizes key impacts, and retains the study’s context, making it more engaging while still accurate.
	

	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 pretty solid and does a good job summarizing the study’s key points—farmers’ perceptions, the impact of sand deposition, and the statistical findings. It’s concise, covering the study area, methodology, major results (like the high agreement on productivity loss and soil degradation), and the call for sustainable land management. I’d say it’s comprehensive for a quick overview. If anything, it could mention the sample size (80
farmers) to give a sense of scale, and maybe a brief nod to adaptation strategies to hint at practical implications. No need to cut anything—it’s tight as is.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, with a robust methodology, appropriate statistical analysis, and coherent results that align with the study’s objectives. The use of a 5-point Likert scale, mixed-methods data collection, and Pearson’s correlation analysis ensures validity, though adding a brief mention of adaptation strategies in the abstract would enhance its practical relevance. No major errors are evident, and the findings are consistent with existing literature on environmental impacts in riverine areas.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript’s references are sufficient and recent, covering key studies from 2010 to 2024 that address land degradation, riverbank erosion, and climate vulnerability in Bangladesh and globally (e.g., Hossain et al., 2020; Ahmed et al., 2021; Uddin et al., 2024). They provide a solid foundation for the study’s context and findings. However, adding a reference on local adaptation strategies, such as Rahman et al. (2018), "Adaptation to riverbank erosion and sand deposition in Bangladesh" (Journal of Environmental Management), could strengthen the discussion on practical responses. Including a recent study on global floodplain management, like Ward et al. (2020), "Floodplain management in the Anthropocene" (Global Environmental Change), would enhance the global relevance.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication, with clear, formal, and precise writing that aligns with academic standards. Minor refinements, such as simplifying complex
sentences in the introduction and ensuring consistent terminology (e.g., "sand deposition" vs. "sedimentation"), could enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	1. The manuscript effectively highlights sand deposition’s severe impact on agriculture and livelihoods in the Jamuna River floodplain, using robust methods and farmers’ perceptions, making it a significant addition to environmental and agricultural research.
2. Including adaptation strategies, gender-disaggregated data, and a more concise title would strengthen practical relevance and broaden appeal.
3. The language is clear and formal, suitable for academic communication, though minor refinements could improve readability; references are recent but could include studies on adaptation and global floodplain management.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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