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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	     By offering experimentally supported data on the socioeconomic, agricultural, and environmental effects of large-scale solar parks in an arid rural setting, the manuscript significantly adds to the body of scientific and policy-focused literature. This study significantly shows that renewable energy infrastructure can result in complex trade-offs at the local level, particularly for agriculture, livestock, and natural resource use, despite the widespread promotion of solar energy expansion as intrinsically sustainable.

    The study fills a crucial vacuum in multidisciplinary renewable energy research by combining household-level perspectives with land-use, socioeconomic, and environmental aspects, going beyond just technical or energy-centric assessments. The results are applicable to similar worldwide contexts and are particularly pertinent for areas like Rajasthan and other semi-arid zones where land, water, and grazing resources are already under stress. Furthermore, for planners and policymakers seeking to create more inclusive renewable energy transitions, the identification of unequal benefit distribution and unexpected social impacts, such as decreased youth education and livelihood polarization, offers crucial insights. Overall, by highlighting the need for integrated planning strategies—like agrivoltaics and social safeguards—to strike a balance between energy objectives and long-term rural sustainability, the manuscript advances the scientific conversation on sustainable energy development.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	     The study's geographical focus is reflected in the existing title, "Overall Effect of Solar Parks in Kawni Village of Rajasthan," however it is a little vague and fails to express the main analytical aspects of the investigation. Although the title does not clearly address these important subjects, the article carefully examines effects on livelihoods, jobs, livestock, agriculture, and the local environment. Because of this, the study's transdisciplinary and socio-environmental significance may not be fully conveyed to prospective readers by the title.

     Suggested alternative titles (any one could be adopted):
1. Socio-Economic and Environmental Impacts of Solar Parks on Agriculture and Rural Livelihoods: Evidence from Kawni Village, Rajasthan
2. Impacts of Large-Scale Solar Parks on Agriculture, Livelihoods, and the Local Environment in an Arid Region of Rajasthan
3. Assessing the Agricultural, Livelihood, and Environmental Effects of Solar Park Development in Rural Rajasthan
	

	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 clearly summarizes the study's objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusion, noting that the solar park in Kawni village has resulted in mixed socio-economic and environmental effects. It highlights income and employment benefits, as well as agricultural and ecological challenges. The inclusion of the study area, primary data from 60 respondents, and major impact domains enhances its clarity and relevance.

However, several improvements are recommended to enhance scientific rigor and clarity:

1. Quantification of key findings:
The abstract would benefit from the inclusion of a few indicative quantitative results (e.g., percentage of respondents reporting land loss, income improvement, or reduced grazing land). This would make the findings more concrete and informative for readers scanning the article.

2. Clear articulation of methodological approach:
While primary data collection is mentioned, briefly specifying that the study employed a descriptive, survey-based field methodology would improve transparency and methodological clarity.

3. Reduction of general statements:
Phrases such as “mixed effects” and “significant challenges” are accurate but somewhat generic. Replacing or supplementing them with more specific outcomes (e.g., land-use change, water competition, livelihood diversification) would strengthen the abstract’s analytical depth.

4. Policy or practical implication:
The abstract could be strengthened by explicitly stating the key implication—namely, the need for integrated planning approaches such as agrivoltaics, water management, or livelihood safeguards—rather than implying it only in the conclusion.

5. Minor tightening for conciseness:
The abstract is slightly verbose in places; careful editing to reduce repetition (e.g., repeated references to “mixed effects”) would improve readability without losing content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	     Despite certain shortcomings, the manuscript is overall sound from a scientific standpoint.
The field-based survey approach is suitable for evaluating the socio-economic and perception-based effects of solar park development, and the study objectives are well-defined. For an exploratory rural impact research, it is theoretically acceptable to employ descriptive statistical analysis and primary data from local respondents. However, a number of conclusions—especially those pertaining to soil quality, microclimatic temperature variations, and environmental impacts—are based solely on perception and lack experimental or empirical data. The small sample size prevents more extensive generalization, and the lack of inferential statistical analysis limits the strength of causal interpretation. In a descriptive and perception-driven framework, the study is generally accurate from a scientific standpoint, but its findings should be regarded as suggestive rather than conclusive.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	   The manuscript's references are generally sufficient and recent, citing a mix of peer-reviewed articles, review papers, and policy reports related to solar parks, agrivoltaics, land-use change, and socio-environmental impacts. However, some limitations exist, such as reliance on grey literature, a relatively small reference list, and a lack of foundational empirical studies from international contexts. Suggested additions include peer-reviewed studies on land-use competition, empirical research on the impacts of large PV installations, and comparative studies from arid regions to enhance generalizability. Overall, while adequate, the references could be strengthened with more high-impact and internationally comparative studies.
	

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


	      The manuscript's English and language quality are acceptable, although it needs some minor editing.
       In general, the text is comprehensible and effectively conveys the goals, procedures, and conclusions of the study. However, its scholarly tone is diminished by frequent grammatical errors, not proper sentence structures, inconsistent use of tense, and informal wording. A few sentences are conversational or perception-based rather than academically accurate, and some passages are verbose and repetitious. Clarity, coherence, and eligibility for publishing in a peer-reviewed journal would all be much enhanced by careful language editing, ideally with expert proofreading.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important and timely topic with relevant field-based insights. However, strengthening the methodological rigor, improving language clarity, and reducing reliance on perception-based interpretations would enhance its scientific impact and suitability for publication.

The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic with original field data and clear socio-environmental relevance. However, limitations in methodological rigor (perception-based analysis, lack of inferential statistics), language quality, and reliance on limited empirical measurements require substantial revision before acceptance.
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