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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The article is relevant especially in the context of India’s stated goal of Energy Independence by 2047. Solar energy forms a major proportion of the renewable energy source. And like wind energy infrastructure, solar parks require vast tracts of land which has its pros and cons. The manuscript attempts to address the effects of such land use. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. 

Yet, it could be refined from a generic opening ("Overall Effect….”) to a specific finding (“Socio-economic impact…..”/ “Solar-Agriculture balance….” Etc). 
	

	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 well-structured. It may benefit by including a clear statement of the research gap.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically valid as a descriptive and exploratory field-based research design for a socio-economic study. 
The conclusions are balanced and well supported by the findings. The policy recommendations—particularly those related to agrivoltaic practices, compensation mechanisms, water management, and protection of grazing land—are relevant and justified in the findings.

However, there are limitations in analytical depth since the manuscript relies at times on self-reported perceptions (e.g. environmental variables such as temperature change, soil moisture, and soil quality). Thus, the study may benefit from triangulation with secondary data (e.g. meteorological records, land-use data, or agricultural yield statistics) to support these “perceptive inferences”.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and recent.
Some references to government policies, and studies by relevant PSUs/ government bodies on the impact of solar parks can be included. 
Two relevant URLs are shared below:-

https://mnre.gov.in/en/development-of-solar-parks-and-ultra-mega-solar-power-projects/
https://www.seci.co.in/documentsfaq

	

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


	The manuscript is generally well written and logically structured. Minor spellings and grammatical revisions are required to improve clarity and scholarly tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is timely for the current Indian context and very relevant from the policy perspective. It is conceptually sound, the findings are broadly consistent with existing literature, while offering useful insights at the village level. The methodology is appropriate for an exploratory cum descriptive case study which may be benefitted by triangulation with some relevant secondary data to remove any perception bias. The manuscript is suitable for publication subject to minor revision as recommended.
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