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	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.


	In the current global climate of climate change and pressure on natural resources, understanding the factors that influence agricultural sustainability is essential.

Sustainability in agriculture cannot be understood solely from a technical perspective; it is necessary to incorporate the human and social components of rural producers.

Sustainable agricultural practices require a holistic approach that considers both ecological factors and the characteristics of those who implement them: the farmers.

Based on this approach, this study examined how certain individual and social variables influence agricultural sustainability at the farm level.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	According to the revised manuscript, it could be: "Relationship between personal, sociodemographic, communicative and psychological characteristics of farmers and the level of agricultural sustainability on farms in Uttarakhand"
	

	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 find the article pertinent and valuable, as it addresses a relevant topic and presents a well-developed content. However, I consider it important to include information on the methodology used in the research. Remember that the abstract should provide a complete overview of the study, and in this case, the methodological approach adopted is not mentioned. Therefore, I suggest including a brief description of the methodology used, as this would strengthen the clarity and rigor of the work presented.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The document presents pertinent research, with a focus relevant to the academic community. However, some aspects are identified that could be corrected to strengthen the quality of the literature. It is important to remember that rigorous research should generate scientific knowledge that can be adopted and validated by the academic community. Therefore, it is suggested that certain elements of the text be reviewed and adjusted to improve its clarity, structure, and contribution to the field of study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In research, bibliographic references play a fundamental role, as they theoretically support the study and reflect the sources from which the information was obtained. However, it is observed that several of the sources used (six in total) are outdated. It is recommended to prioritize studies published in the last five years (2020–2025) to ensure the validity and relevance of the theoretical framework. Furthermore, it is noted that the third bibliographic source does not include the year of publication, which makes it difficult to cite correctly and affects the quality of the literature reviewed. It is suggested that the sources be reviewed and updated to strengthen the academic support of the work.
	

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


	I believe that the English language serves as a means of international communication, facilitating contact and the exchange of knowledge between people from different regions of the world. For this reason, it is advisable that academic works continue to be presented in this language, especially when seeking greater exposure and recognition within the global scientific community.

	

	Optional/General comments


	To date, the document is relevant and represents a significant contribution to research. However, opportunities for improvement have been identified in aspects related to methodology and bibliographic references. Addressing these suggestions will significantly contribute to strengthening the quality, clarity, and adaptability of the work, enhancing its academic impact.
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