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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 provides a comprehensive synthesis of crop diversification as a climate-resilient and sustainability-driven approach for modern agriculture, integrating environmental, agronomic, and socio-economic perspectives. It contributes to the scientific community by consolidating evidence on how diversified cropping systems enhance soil health, ecosystem services, and farm resilience under climate variability, particularly in rainfed and resource-constrained regions
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and scientifically sound. It clearly reflects the central theme of the manuscript and aligns well with the content, which emphasizes sustainability, resilience, and diversification strategies.
	

	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 largely comprehensive, coherent, and well aligned with the objectives and scope of the manuscript. It effectively captures the background problem (climate change and monoculture), the central concept (crop diversification), its benefits, and the major constraints to adoption, particularly in the Indian context. However, a few minor refinements could further strengthen its clarity and completeness for the scientific audience.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and conceptually correct. The arguments presented are well supported by an extensive and relevant body of literature, and the scientific principles related to crop diversification, sustainability, climate resilience, and socio-economic outcomes are accurately described.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the reference list is largely sufficient, relevant, and scientifically appropriate for the scope of the manuscript. It includes a strong mix of classical, foundational studies (e.g., Tilman et al., 2001; Pingali and Rosegrant, 1995) and recent literature (up to 2023–2025), covering agronomic, ecological, socio-economic, and policy dimensions of crop diversification.
	

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


	Yes, the overall language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and generally consistent with academic standards, and the arguments are presented in a logical and coherent manner. Terminology is used appropriately, and the manuscript demonstrates a good command of subject-specific vocabulary.
	

	Optional/General comments


	NA
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No significant ethical issues are apparent in the manuscript. The article is a review-based, conceptual synthesis and does not involve human participants, animal experimentation, field trials, or the use of sensitive personal data, thereby minimizing ethical concerns.
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