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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 offers valuable insights into the constraints and prospects of Integrated Farming Systems (IFS) in Rajasthan. By highlighting farmer perceptions and practical challenges, it provides evidence that can guide policymakers and researchers in promoting sustainable agriculture. The findings are significant for developing region-specific strategies to improve farm productivity and rural livelihoods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title “Constraints and Prospects of Integrated Farming Systems in Dausa District, Rajasthan” is suitable but for improvement I will suggest Constraints and Farmer-Recommended Interventions for Integrated Farming Systems in Dausa District, Rajasthan.
	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive as it includes the objective, methodology, key findings (constraints and suggestions), and a conclusion with recommendations. However, it can be improved for clarity, conciseness, and academic tone.

Suggestions for Improvement…
1. Reduce repetition -The phrase “the primary constraint faced by farmers was…” appears twice. It can be stated once more concisely.“Farmers emphasized the need for timely financial assistance… and development of adequate storage and marketing facilities” is long and can be split for readability.
2. Add specificity to methods - Mention the sample size (140 farmers) and the use of Garrett ranking method briefly in the abstract.

3. Improve flow and academic tone - Replace phrases like “gather suggestions from farmers” with “identify
farmer-recommended interventions.”

4. Delete minor details - Phrases like “reflecting limited knowledge for effective planning and integration”
can be shortened, as they are expanded upon in the main text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its objectives, methodology, and analysis. The use of the Garrett ranking method is appropriate, and the findings are supported by relevant literature. However, minor
improvements are needed, such as clarifying the sampling method, data collection process, and verifying references. Overall, it provides valid and useful insights for promoting Integrated Farming Systems.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention
them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and recent, but adding a few international studies and policy-focused works would strengthen the literature base.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript requires moderate language editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and academic tone for suitability in scholarly publications.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This is an interesting and relevant study that highlights the real challenges farmers face in adopting Integrated Farming Systems and suggests practical solutions. The topic is timely and important for promoting sustainable agriculture, especially in resource-constrained regions. The methodology and results are clear, but the manuscript would benefit from some improvements in language, clarity of methods, and a few updates to references. With these minor revisions, the paper has good potential to make a useful contribution to the field.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)
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