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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important issue of income distribution among dry farming households in Kurnool district, Andhra Pradesh, which is highly relevant for regions dependent on rainfed agriculture. Since more than half of India’s cultivated land falls under dryland farming, the study provides valuable insights into the economic resilience of farmers and the disparities linked to landholding size. The use of Lorenz curve and Gini coefficient to analyze inequality makes the study scientifically robust and policy-relevant. Its findings can help policymakers design interventions to reduce vulnerabilities, enhance equity, and promote sustainable livelihoods among dryland farmers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Income distribution of dry farming households in the Kurnool district Andhra Pradesh” is clear, but slightly lengthy and can be refined for scholarly appeal.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and well-structured. It outlines the problem, methods, findings, and implications. However, a few improvements can be made:

1. Add specific numerical findings (e.g., Gini coefficient values) to strengthen the results section.

2. Briefly mention sample size or number of households surveyed for clarity.

3. Reframe the last sentence to more explicitly highlight policy relevance and future directions.

Suggestion: Include a sentence such as “The study underscores the need for targeted policies to improve access to technology, irrigation, and non-farm opportunities for smallholders to reduce inequality.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its use of Lorenz curve and Gini coefficient for analyzing income distribution. The results are clearly presented and supported with tables and figures. The discussion logically connects findings with broader issues of vulnerability, inequality, and resilience. However:

1) Ensure that methodological formulas (e.g., for class interval and Gini coefficient) are clearly explained and consistent.

2) Some parts of the results discussion could be condensed for readability, avoiding repetition.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include both classical and recent works (up to 2023). Still, a few additional recent references (2022–2024) specifically focused on income inequality and resilience in Indian agriculture or South Asian dryland farming would strengthen the context.

Suggested areas for more references:

I. Studies on smallholder resilience in India.

II. Recent policy or NITI Aayog reports on income distribution and dryland agriculture.
	

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


	The language is overall understandable and suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sections would benefit from minor editing for grammar, sentence flow, and conciseness. For example:

· Replace conversational phrases (“it could be understand that”) with more formal alternatives (“it can be inferred that”).

· Ensure consistency in tense and avoid redundancy.

A light professional language editing would make the manuscript more polished for publication.
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