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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 paper makes a significant impact on the scientific public by synthesising recent evidence on the dual challenges of climate change and sustainable agriculture. It highlights how agriculture is simultaneously vulnerable to climatic shifts and a major contributor to greenhouse gas emissions, offering insights into strategies that enhance resilience while reducing emissions. By consolidating adaptation and mitigation pathways from conservation agriculture and agroforestry to digital climate services, the study provides a comprehensive framework for climate-smart agriculture. Importantly, it proposes policy-relevant knowledge that can guide researchers, practitioners, and decision-makers in designing equitable, evidence-based strategies for food system alteration. This paper is indicative pays to the scientific field by summarising recent findings on the intertwined issues of climate change and sustainable farming. It emphasises how agriculture faces risks from climate variations and is also a major source of greenhouse gases, if insights into methods to boost resilience and cut emissions. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured
1. Evidently frames agriculture as both a challenge and an opportunity.

2.  It points out the adaptation and mitigation strategies

3. Add a clear research objective. Since all these factors add to the comprehensiveness of the abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The article appropriately sets agriculture’s dual role: both extremely susceptible to climate change and an important source of greenhouse gas emissions.

· The adaptation and justification plans are consistent with current scientific literature and policy frameworks.
· The incorporation of governance, farmer capacity building and equity, structure reflects widely recognised enablers of climate-smart agriculture.

· The article avoids exaggerations and offers composed discussions on chances and limitations.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	All the citation in the chapter is not given in the reference, such as 
· Pretty (2018)

· Glaser (2021)

· Kebreab (2023)

· Heijden (2018)

· Sauvagerd (2024)

· Silver (2015)

· Taylor (2018)

· Schulz (2015)

· Biardeau (2018)

· Nemecek (2018)

· Strong (2023)

· Jacobson (2018)

A large number of references (110) are in the list, but not actually cited in the text

	

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


	Yes

	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper is well-written and talks about a highly appropriate issue at the intersection of climate change, agriculture, and sustainability. The arguments are rationally structured, and the integration of adaptation and mitigation pathways adds significant value. However, the reference list requires improvement; several in-text citations are missing from the reference section, and many references listed are not cited in the text. Updating the reference base with more recent (2018–2024) literature would strengthen the scientific validity and policy relevance of the study. Moreover, some sections may benefit from more concise wording to enhance legibility. Overall, the paper makes a sensitive impact and, with minor revisions, can be a valuable resource for researchers and policymakers.
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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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