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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 Redwa village of the Akola district of Maharashtra, this article offers insightful information about the effects of the Integrated agricultural System (IFS) in comparison to conventional agricultural methods. The study emphasizes how combining various farm components (crops, large ruminants, and small ruminants) can improve productivity, profitability, and sustainability in light of the difficulties associated with rainfed agriculture. For small and marginal farmers who face resource limitations and climate variability, the finding is especially pertinent. The results of the study add to the larger conversation on rural employment, sustainable farming methods, and economic stability in semi-arid areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. But I would like to suggest another one i.e. “Impact of Integrated Farming Systems on Traditional Farming Practices in Redwa Village, Akola District, Maharashtra.”
	

	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 provides an overview of the study's objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, the following improvements are recommended: Clearly state the percentage increase in net returns and productivity improvements due to IFS interventions, highlight the main challenges faced by farmers and how IFS addresses them, improve sentence structure for clarity, e.g., "Analysis of 20 farmers from rainfed situations and 08 farmers from partially irrigated situations" could be revised to "The study analyzed 20 rainfed and 8 partially irrigated farmers.", specify the statistical or analytical methods used to assess productivity and economic returns.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. The methodology is appropriate, including baseline surveys, comparative analyses of farming systems, and economic evaluations. The use of crop equivalent yield (CEY) to standardize productivity comparisons is commendable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, with citations spanning from 1988 to 2018. However, some of the studies are relatively old. It would be beneficial to include more recent references (post-2018) on IFS models, climate-resilient agriculture, and economic analysis of integrated farming systems.
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. It communicates the findings clearly and logically, although there are minor grammatical errors and some redundant phrasing that could be simplified for a smoother reading experience. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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