Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_152183

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Relationship between socio-economic attributes and livelihood security of Integrated Farming System farmers under the Farmer FIRST Programme in Morena district, Madhya Pradesh

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	This article makes an important contribution to the scientific community by providing micro-level empirical evidence on how socio-economic and psychological attributes shape livelihood security among Integrated Farming System (IFS) farmers under the Farmer First Programme. By systematically linking education, knowledge, adoption behaviour, and enterprise change with a multidimensional Livelihood Security Index, the study moves beyond resource-centric clarifications and highlights the central role of human and informational factors in sustainable agriculture. The findings are predominantly valuable for researchers, extension professionals, and policymakers, as they validate that IFS benefits are scale-neutral and relevant even for small and marginal farmers, strengthening the case for inclusive agricultural development. Overall, the study enriches the current literature on sustainable livelihoods and sharing extension by offering evidence-based insights that can inform programme design, capacity-building strategies, and future advanced analytical research
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is largely suitable and scientifically sound, as it clearly reflects the core variables
	

	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, well-structured, and scientifically appropriate, as it clearly presents the study context, objective, methodology, key findings, and implications. It effectively communicates the core contribution of the article to readers and reviewers. However, a few minor refinements could further strengthen clarity, balance, and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is scientifically correct, methodologically sound, and internally consistent. The research design, analytical approach, clarification of results, and deductions are aligned with putative values in agricultural extension, rural expansion, and livelihood studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is appropriate and appropriate; however, explicit in-text citations are limited. Some references listed are not clearly cited within the article text. I recommend inserting suitable in-text citations for all references to ensure full reliability between citations and the reference list, in line with journal procedures.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is timely and appropriate, offering valuable understandings for researchers, policymakers, and delay agencies working on sustainable farming and rural livelihoods. With minor editorial modifications and updated citations, the article has a strong possibility for publication.
The article is well-structured, thoroughly sound, and reports an important issue concerning the livelihood security of Combined Farming System farmers under the Farmer First Programme. The research purposes are clearly defined, the methodology is suitable, and the statistical analysis is properly applied and interpreted. The findings underwrite open empirical evidence by highlighting the role of educational, experiential, informational, and behavioural factors in strengthening livelihood security, with clear significance for policy and extension practice. Minor revisions are recommended, including strengthening the abstract with a clearer statement of the research gap, updating the reference list with more recent studies, and safeguarding explicit in-text citations for all references. Subject to these minor enhancements, the article is suitable for publication.
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