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	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 study is significant because it underscores the need of classifying paddy farms to understand their unique yield performance needs. This will enable the development of targeted solutions to address their unique needs especially for marginalized paddy ecosystems. This is essential particularly essential for a country like India where majority of rural livelihoods is agrarian. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)

 
	The title is suitable as it captures the essence of the study. However, 16 words is a bit long. A maximum of 12 words would be ideal. So, the title could be shortened to ‘Enhancing Paddy Yield in Kole Wetlands: Padasekharam-Level Classification and Intervention Strategies’.
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	The Abstract is comprehensive and well-articulated. It provides the location of the study, brief methodology and results as well as recommendations.
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	The references are not quite extensive. The article could use some additional references. Also, a few of the references including Bouman and Tuong (2001) and Karunakaran (2014) are more than ten years. The author(s) should consider using recent works.
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