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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 makes a real contribution to agriculture by developing a practical Farmers Livelihood Resilience Index (FLRI) tailored for semi-arid Rajasthan, where climate stress hits smallholder farmers hardest. It moves beyond simple vulnerability studies to show how household strategies actually build resilience, which is crucial for designing policies that work on the ground rather than just on paper. For researchers and policymakers in dryland agriculture, it highlights why asset protection and adaptive choices matter more than just handing out resources—something that's often overlooked in India-focused climate work. Overall, it bridges theory and practice in a way that could guide extension services and insurance schemes across similar regions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Measuring Farmers Livelihood Resilience under Climate Stress: Evidence from Semi-Arid Rajasthan" is suitable clear, specific, and keyword-rich for discoverability. No alternative needed.
	

	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, covering methods (FLRI with 5 dimensions), key results (FLRI 0.563 overall, Ajmer 0.658 vs. Jaipur 0.513), drivers (strategies > assets), and policy implications. It effectively sets up the study's novelty and findings in ~250 words. Suggestions: Add a brief methods note like "using primary data from 150 households" (already implied but explicit helps). No deletions needed—it's concise yet informative.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The FLRI construction follows established methods (min-max normalization, equal weighting per FAO RIMA), with logical dimensions (food/income/asset buffers/strategies). Descriptive stats and district comparisons are robust, backed by regression-ready data. Minor objection: equal weighting assumes equal importance across dimensions (justified but could note sensitivity tests). No major errors; aligns with lit like Barrett & Constas (2014).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sufficient (20+ refs) and mostly recent (2012-2025), strong on seminal works (Barrett/Constas 2014, Birthal et al. 2014) and India-specific (NRAA 2022, Mannepalli 2025a/b). Good mix of Food Security, Ag Econ journals. Suggestions: Add FAO (2016) RIMA-II full citation for index methodology; recent World Bank dryland resilience report (e.g., World Bank 2023 on India semi-arid adaptation).
	

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


	Suitable for scholarly publication clear, precise, academic tone without jargon overload. Flows naturally; minor tweaks for contractions (e.g., "was" vs. "were" in some spots) but no barriers to communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strong empirical piece and I love the district-level granularity showing Ajmer's edge via assets/strategies. Table 1 stats are good for replication. Recommend minor abstract polish and reference additions for final submission.
Needs small fixes (clearer abstract, explain why equal weights used, add 1-2 recent references) to be excellent.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical problems. The study says consent and ethics approval don't apply (normal for farmer surveys). 
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