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	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 offers real value to the scientific community because it clearly uncovers and organizes the major constraints faced by livestock rearers dealing with climate variability in the Bundelkhand region an area that desperately needs practical, evidence-based support. By using PCA to group 17 different challenges into meaningful categories, the study goes far beyond casual observations and gives us a structured way to understand financial, institutional, technological and environmental barriers. This type of grounded, data-driven work is especially helpful for designing integrated climate-adaptation programs in rural, drought-prone settings where livestock often plays a critical role. Researchers, extension workers and policymakers will find this study particularly useful for shaping resilient livestock systems and climate-smart development strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title gets the general idea across, but it feels a bit broad and uses terms like “respondents,” which don’t clearly reflect the actual target group livestock rearers. A clearer and more direct title would make the paper more appealing and precise. I suggest: “Constraints to Climate Variability Adaptation among Livestock Rearers in the Bundelkhand Region of Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh” or the shorter option “Constraints to Climate Adaptation among Livestock Rearers in Bundelkhand, India.” These alternatives better capture who the study focuses on and what it aims to explore.
	

	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 strong it describes the context, methods and key findings quite well. However, it is a bit dense and would benefit from simpler sentences and a slightly clearer structure. It would also help to mention the specific sampling criteria (≥15 years of livestock experience and ≥4 milch animals) to give readers a quick sense of the respondent profile. Adding one sentence about the practical implications how the findings can help shape local adaptation strategies would make the abstract more complete. Trimming a few repeated phrases would also improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the science behind the study is solid. The sampling approach is clear, the sample size works well for PCA and the statistical checks (KMO, Bartlett's test) justify the use of factor analysis. The interpretation of rotated components is logical and aligns well with the constraints reported. Still, the manuscript would benefit from a little more transparency in the methods—for example, mentioning reliability tests like Cronbach’s alpha or specifying the minimum loading cut-off used for interpretation. A short limitations paragraph would also strengthen the scientific tone and help frame the findings more realistically.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are quite good current, relevant and diverse, covering both Indian and international studies on climate adaptation and barriers. They give the manuscript a strong foundation. If the authors want to enhance the livestock-specific angle, adding one or two recent references on climate resilience in dairy or livestock systems could be helpful, but this is optional rather than essential. Overall, the references are adequate.
	

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


	The manuscript is understandable and generally well-written, but it contains long sentences and some repetitive phrasing that make it harder to read smoothly. A light language edit shortening sentences, improving clarity and ensuring consistency in terminology would noticeably improve the flow. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	I don’t see any major ethical issues. 
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