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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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 offers valuable insights into the multidimensional constraints faced by livestock rearers in one of India’s most climate-vulnerable regions. By applying Principal Component Analysis (PCA), the study provides an empirical, data-driven understanding of institutional, financial, technological, informational, and environmental barriers to climate adaptation—an area where localized quantitative evidence is often limited. The findings have relevance for researchers, policymakers, and extension agencies seeking to design targeted and region-specific climate-resilience interventions. The study contributes to the broader scientific discourse on climate adaptation by highlighting how interconnected constraints interact to shape adaptive capacity in semi-arid regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is informative but slightly lengthy and could be more concise and academically focused.
Suggested alternative titles:
“Constraints Affecting Climate-Variability Adaptation among Livestock Rearers in the Bundelkhand Region of Uttar Pradesh”
	

	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 comprehensive, clearly structured, and includes objectives, methodology (PCA), key results, and implications. It effectively summarizes the six major constraint categories.
Suggested improvements:
Add 1–2 sentences on why livestock rearers were chosen, as the abstract focuses heavily on methodology.
Consider briefly noting policy relevance (e.g., how findings can guide extension, veterinary, or climate-information systems).
Ensure verbs are active and concise to enhance clarity. 
No major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound.
The study design (multistage sampling, 320 respondents) is appropriate.
The use of PCA is well justified with KMO and Bartlett’s test results.
The interpretation of components is consistent with the factor loadings.
Discussions are well aligned with relevant literature and comparable studies.
Minor issues to consider:
Component naming could be made more precise to reflect dominant loading variables.
Some sections of the discussion could differentiate more clearly between findings of this study and past literature.
The methodology should clarify whether the Likert scale was treated as continuous for PCA (a common but notable practice).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, relevant, and include very recent works (2022–2024). They cover climate adaptation literature from multiple countries, strengthening the conceptual context.
Suggestions for additional references:
(You may add if needed)
Work on climate-information systems for livestock
Literature on digital advisories for rural areas
Studies specifically on institutional barriers in climate adaptation (India/Africa)
However, the current reference list is already robust.
	

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

	The English is generally clear, readable, and suitable for scholarly communication. Technical terminology is used correctly and consistently.
Minor language issues include:
Occasional long sentences that could be shortened for clarity.
Slight repetition in some paragraphs.
A few minor grammatical inconsistencies.
Overall, the manuscript meets academic language standards with only minimal editing required.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Figures and tables are well presented and appropriately referenced.
Consider adding a brief policy implications section at the end of the discussion or conclusion.
A conceptual diagram summarizing the six constraint components could improve visual clarity.

The manuscript offers a timely and relevant contribution to understanding multidimensional constraints affecting climate variability adaptation among livestock rearers in the Bundelkhand region. The use of PCA is appropriate and strengthens the empirical rigor. The manuscript is generally well written, though minor language polishing would enhance readability. The title can be improved for conciseness, and the abstract could highlight policy implications more clearly. References are current and well selected. Overall, this is a scientifically sound study with strong potential to inform climate-resilience interventions. I recommend minor revisions to improve clarity and presentation but believe the work is suitable for publication after revision.
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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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