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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 contributes significant empirical evidence on the socio-economic, communication, psychological, and managerial capacities of women farmers within nutrition-sensitive farming systems—a domain where research remains limited, especially in the Northeastern hill regions of India. By integrating assessments of traditional farming practices with emerging technologies such as UAV-based data interpretation, the study offers a unique interdisciplinary perspective that bridges gender, agriculture, nutrition, and digital readiness. The findings provide valuable insights for researchers, policymakers, and development agencies working on nutrition-sensitive agriculture, women’s empowerment, and technology adoption in rural contexts. Overall, this research strengthens the scientific understanding required to design targeted interventions for improving agricultural productivity, community nutrition, and women’s leadership in sustainable farming systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and descriptive, but it is slightly long and can be refined for better academic impact. A shorter and more focused title will make your study more attractive to readers. You may consider a concise alternative such as:

“Capacities of Women Farmer Interest Groups under the Farming System for Nutrition in Ri-Bhoi, Meghalaya.”


	

	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 informative and presents the objectives, methods, and major findings clearly, but it is slightly lengthy and descriptive. You may consider shortening some background details and adding a brief concluding sentence that highlights the study’s practical implications. Including one line on how the findings support nutrition-sensitive agriculture or women’s empowerment would strengthen the abstract further.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, with clearly defined objectives, appropriate methodology, and well-structured data analysis. The statistical tools applied (frequency, percentage, and K-mean clustering) are suitable for the study’s descriptive nature. Minor improvements can be made by tightening the discussion and linking the findings more explicitly to broader nutritional and technological interventions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and include several recent studies from 2022–2025, which strengthens the manuscript. However, adding 1–2 more sources on women’s digital readiness and nutrition-sensitive agriculture could further improve the literature support. Suggested additions include recent works on gendered technology adoption and UAV-based decision-making in smallholder farming.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear explanations and well-structured sections. A few sentences may benefit from minor grammatical smoothing and simplification to improve readability. Overall, the manuscript is understandable and academically appropriate.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and under-researched area by combining socio-economic profiling with communication, psychological, and managerial assessments of women farmer groups. The study is well-organized and provides valuable insights for future nutrition-sensitive and technology-enabled agricultural interventions. With minor refinements in language and a more concise abstract, the manuscript will be strengthened further.

The manuscript is scientifically sound, addresses an important topic, uses appropriate methodology, and provides meaningful insights on women farmers’ capacities in Meghalaya. Minor revisions are suggested for language polishing, abstract conciseness, and slightly stronger linkage of findings to broader implications (e.g., nutrition-sensitive interventions and digital technology adoption).
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are observed in the manuscript. The study involves survey-based data from farmer groups and does not include any sensitive, invasive, or harmful procedures. Ensuring that informed consent was obtained from all participants would further reinforce the ethical soundness of the research.
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