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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 addresses a highly relevant topic in agricultural economics risk management behaviour among dryland farmers in drought-prone regions of India. It provides valuable empirical evidence on how socio-economic factors influence farmers’ risk aversion and resilience. Given the increasing impacts of climate variability, the study’s findings contribute meaningfully to the broader discourse on agricultural sustainability, adaptation, and rural livelihoods. The insights can inform policy design for risk reduction and resilience-building in similar dryland ecosystems globally. Overall, this study adds an important regional perspective to the global literature on agricultural risk and resilience.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Risk Management Behaviour of Dry Farming Households in Kurnool, Nandyal and Anantapur of Andhra Pradesh,” is relevant and descriptive. However, it could be slightly refined for academic clarity.

Suggested alternative:

“Economic Analysis of Risk Management Behaviour and Resilience Among Dry Farming Households in Andhra Pradesh.”

This title better reflects the economic analysis component and the multi-district scope of the study.
	

	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 clear and comprehensive. It effectively summarizes the research problem, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. However, a few improvements are suggested:

· Include specific data values or key quantitative findings (e.g., average risk aversion index or regression results).

· Shorten the first two sentences for conciseness and flow.

· Add a brief concluding sentence highlighting the study’s significance for policymakers and practitioners.

Example revision (summary):

“The abstract could end with a statement such as: ‘These findings provide a scientific basis for designing risk management interventions and resilience strategies tailored to smallholder dryland farmers in India.’”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The study applies appropriate tools such as the Risk Aversion Index, Gini ratio, Lorenz curve, and regression analysis to evaluate behavioural and economic factors. The methodology is coherent and the results are logically interpreted. However, the study could be strengthened by:

· Elaborating on sampling procedures and data collection methods to enhance reproducibility.

· Providing clearer explanation of statistical significance and limitations in the discussion section.

· Linking the findings more explicitly to existing theories of agricultural risk and behavioural economics
	

	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 generally recent, covering both classical and contemporary literature. However, the reference list could be enhanced by adding a few more recent international studies (post-2020) related to:

· Climate risk perception among farmers.

· Behavioural economics and resilience in agriculture.

Suggested additions:

· Antle, J. M. (2021). Climate-Smart Agriculture and Risk Management: Economic Perspectives. Agricultural Economics, 52(4), 567–583.

· Wossen, T., et al. (2020). Climate Risk Management and Farmer Adaptation Behaviour in Sub-Saharan Africa. Agricultural Systems, 185, 102951.


	

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


	The manuscript is readable and conveys the ideas well, but some sentences require minor grammatical and stylistic corrections. Occasional awkward phrasing, inconsistent tense use, and long sentences should be revised for clarity and flow. A light professional language edit is recommended to meet journal standards for scholarly writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are informative but should be properly captioned and formatted consistently according to journal style.

· Ensure all abbreviations (e.g., NS, ha) are defined at first use.

· The discussion could benefit from a comparative insight—how these findings align or differ from those in similar dryland contexts (e.g., Rajasthan or Sub-Saharan Africa).

· Consider adding a short section on policy implications and future research directions to strengthen the conclusion.
This is a valuable and well-conceived study addressing an important gap in understanding risk behaviour among dryland farmers. With minor revisions in structure, clarity, and reference expansion, the manuscript has the potential to make a significant contribution to agricultural economics and risk management literature. The author is encouraged to revise the abstract, strengthen the methodology explanation, polish the language, and align formatting with journal standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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