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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 advances scientific understanding of climate resilience by introducing a multidimensional, household-level Farmers’ Livelihood Resilience Index for semi-arid agricultural systems. It demonstrates that livelihood resilience is primarily driven by adaptive strategies rather than mere access to resources, while remaining constrained by asset vulnerability. The findings provide a transferable analytical framework and evidence base for designing effective resilience-oriented agricultural and climate policies in vulnerable regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it clearly and accurately reflects the core focus of the study. It effectively conveys the key concepts of farmers’ livelihood resilience and climate stress while specifying the geographical context of semi-arid Rajasthan. The title is concise, informative, and well aligned with the objectives, methodology, and empirical evidence presented in the manuscript, making it appropriate for a scientific audience and relevant peer-reviewed journals.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and clearly presents the study’s context, methodology, key findings, and policy implications. A minor improvement would be to briefly mention the sample size and emphasize the core quantitative result (FLRI value) more clearly. No major deletions are required; only slight tightening would enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It is grounded in well-established theoretical frameworks on livelihood resilience, employs an appropriate and transparent methodology, and uses logically consistent empirical analysis. The data interpretation is sound, conclusions are well supported by results, and the findings are coherently linked to existing scientific literature and policy implications.


	

	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 appropriately recent. The manuscript cites a strong mix of foundational literature and recent peer-reviewed studies (including works up to 2024–2025), adequately supporting the conceptual framework, methodology, and discussion. No additional references are strictly required, as the current bibliography effectively situates the study within the existing scientific literature.
	

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


	Yes, the language and overall English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses appropriate academic terminology and maintains a formal and coherent tone throughout. Only minor copy-editing for sentence length and stylistic flow may further enhance readability, but no substantive language revisions are necessary.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured, methodologically sound, and makes a meaningful contribution to the literature on climate resilience and agricultural livelihoods. The analysis is clear, results are well interpreted, and policy implications are relevant and actionable. With minor technical and editorial refinements, the article is suitable for publication in a peer-reviewed journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	NA
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