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	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.


	The manuscript has been thoughtfully crafted to clarify the following:

1. The primary constraints genuinely faced within the subsidiary cropping mechanism and by its beneficiaries.

2. The article’s significance to the scientific community, particularly in areas such as horticultural science, agricultural technology, extension education, integrated pest management, and irrigation systems.

3. A coherent line of reasoning that aligns effectively with the perspectives of decision makers.

4. Practical approaches that contribute to mitigating the adverse effects of climate change, thereby supporting the sustainable development of orchard-based farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is but need to add something relates to the type of the orchards and the geographical region, so I may suggest the following tile:

(CONSTRAINTS AND SUGGESTIONS OF ORCHARD GROWERS AFTER ADOPTING SUBSIDIARY CROP CULTIVATION PRACTICES IN FRUIT ORCHARDS OF SOUTHERN RAJASTHAN-INDIA)
	

	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.


	I may suggest the abstract to be as a follow: 

The integration of subsidiary fruits crop cultivation within orchard-based farming systems has emerged as a vital strategy for enhancing farm income, optimizing resource utilization and ensuring sustainability. Despite its recognized benefits, adoption of subsidiary crop practices among orchard growers’ remains limited due to various constraints. The present study investigates the key constraints faced by orchard growers in adopting subsidiary crop cultivation and the suggestions offered to overcome these constraints. Primary data were collected through structured interviews with fruits orchard growers across selected districts using a well-designed interview schedule. A total of 240 respondents were randomly selected for data collection. An Ex-Post-Facto research design was used in the present study. The findings revealed that major constraints include inadequate technical knowledge, limited access to quality inputs, lack of irrigation facilities, insufficient market linkages and financial limitations. Additionally, social factors such as poor extension contact and low confidence levels further hinder adoption. Growers suggested enhanced training programs, improved input supply mechanisms, better credit access and robust extension services as potential measures to support adoption. The study underscores the need for targeted policy interventions and capacity-building initiatives to support orchard growers in diversifying their production through subsidiary crops, thereby strengthening the resilience and profitability of orchard-based farming systems.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, it is, since it is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. Using the Ex-Post-Facto design and structured interviews with 240 randomly selected fruit orchard growers provides reliable experimental data. The classification of constraints into distinct thematic areas and the use of Mean Percent Scores (MPS) ensures clarity and analytical depth. Finally, the findings hold strong relevance for agricultural extension, rural development, and horticulture, offering practical, policy-oriented recommendations. To further strengthen scientific rigor, minor enhancements—such as clarifying tool validation and referencing comparative studies, could be considered. Overall, the manuscript contributes meaningfully to research and practice. In addition, the writing of the title, abstract, introduction, the materials and methods, the results and their discussion, the recommendations embedded within the framework of the conclusion, and the references have all been structured to produce such a piece of art, a wonderful piece.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Based on the manuscript’s main interests and contents, the references have been carefully chosen and are appropriate.

2. Most of the references are Indian as a state of origin.

3. Chronologically, the references are from 2020 onward, which means they are not old references, except for the reference no. 4 (2014), 

4. Overall, the references fall within a coherent research area and are grounded in various aspects of the agricultural extension.
	

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


	Absolutely yes it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript requires further scientific editing and structural organization, particularly considering the inclusion of the nine tables.

2. I have reviewed the manuscript and tracked all suggested changes. The revised version has been attached.

3. Incorporating international references could enrich the manuscript’s content and broaden its academic relevance.

4. It would be more effective to present the recommendations in a standalone section titled “Recommendations” for clarity and emphasis.

5. That type of researches would provide a genuine guidance for the local or international traders about the most important agricultural inputs.

6. More than 10 various aspects have been perfectly covered by this research those have been put under the nine alphabet arranged aspects, and their own separated items.
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