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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 study provides a significant step forward in the field of agriculture by looking at a subject that has not been as thoroughly studied: how to achieve socio-ecological resilience among tribal women who farm through agricultural innovations. It gives real-world information on the benefits of using climate smart, nutrient smart, and water smart practices in order to have direct impacts on sustainable agriculture. The use of good agricultural practices, digital extension services, custom hiring enterprises, and biofortified rice varieties provides an overall model for policymakers and extension professionals or development organizations. The study generally increases knowledge of gender inclusive strategies for building resilience within the most vulnerable agricultural communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is essentially appropriate and reveals the core focus of the study.
	

	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 thorough and logically organized. The objective, method, intervention, and results are all clearly defined.

Minor Recommendations:

State the actual size of the sample (110 farmers; 10 female farmers for each of ten villages), which will help to add clarity. 

A sentence summarizing the broader implications of increased scalability and development of a supportive policy framework should be included. 

Consider removing numbers that are not essential for clarity, such as 10 female farmers, in order to facilitate a smoother flow of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, 

The scientific integrity of the manuscript has been clearly established by the supporting evidence provided in the method, including a graphic representation of the historical documentation of how it was produced. The authors have clearly indicated how they compared the GAP and FP, have provided a comparison analysis of the statistical results, and provided pertinent references to previous studies which illustrate the scientific validity of the findings. To improve the scientific credibility of this manuscript, the authors should also provide additional details with regard to the statistical analyses, if any, that were conducted to substantiate these findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references listed are appropriately relevant in terms of recent publications (2020 through 2025) and should also include additional references that may enhance their context of the work: FAO's climate-smart agriculture and gender equity; and the ICAR (2023 through 2024) research and results comparing GAP and AWD across multiple states. There is also ongoing research regarding the biofortification of crops in an effort to build nutritional resilience with studies ongoing related to biofortification through HarvestPlus.
	

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


	Yes,

The author(s) of this manuscript have employed clear, coherent, and appropriate academic language throughout the entire paper. Minor grammar corrections and consistency in formatting of tables could improve the readability of the manuscript; however, this manuscript is well written and should be considered professional.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Nil
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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