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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.


	This manuscript addresses one of the most urgent challenges of climate change and global food security. 

By integrating recent advances in sustainable agricultural practices, climate-smart technologies, and policy implementers, it provides a comprehensive framework for resilience, adaptation, and decarbonization in agriculture. 

The manuscript goes beyond technical solutions and highlights governance, equity, and systemic considerations, making it highly relevant to both scientific research and policy design. 

Its emphasis on evidence-based pathways and context-specific strategies positions it as a valuable resource for researchers, practitioners, and decision-makers working toward climate-resilient and sustainable food systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. Suitable. Title captures the main themes of the manuscript: climate change, sustainability, resilience, productivity, and mitigation.
	

	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.
	It is well written, clear, and covers the key aspects of the manuscript that are climate change impacts, sustainable practices, emerging technologies, and the importance of governance and equity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes — the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-grounded in current literature. However, PRISMA can provide a flow or summary of how key meta-analyses were selected. This increases reproducibility and helps readers determine coverage and potential bias.
Include a short limitations paragraph. Mention any geographical or thematic gaps in the evidence base. This strengthens the transparency of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	This manuscript uses a rich, recent, and diverse reference base, with most citations published within the last 5–10 years, including many from 2023–2025. It is based on high-impact journals and includes numerous meta-analyses and systematic reviews, which strengthens its credibility.
	

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


	Yes — The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, precise, and generally well-structured, with an appropriate academic tone and vocabulary. However, Small points for improvement include sentence length, consistency in vocabulary (standardizing acronyms (e.g., CSA, AWD, MRV, SOC) on first use, and then continuing use, verb tense consistency) - and some of the transitions between present and past tense could be smoothed out when citing studies (e.g., "meta-analysis shows" vs. "meta-analysis shows").
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a timely and comprehensive manuscript that synthesizes the latest evidence on climate change impacts and sustainable agricultural responses. It is scientifically sound, well structured, and supported by up-to-date references, making it highly relevant to research and policy audiences. Minor improvements are needed in methodological transparency, consistency of terminology, and acknowledgement of uncertainties, but overall, the work is strong and valuable.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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