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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.


	It’s important to understand soil and water conservation (SWC) practices which are relevant to dryland farming because it almost covered 40% of earths surface area. The synthesis of in-situ and ex-situ approaches is well-executed and will be useful for researchers and practitioners working on sustainable agriculture under climate change. The content is scientifically sound and supported by a relevant and recent set of references.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, suitable
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly outlines the background, objectives, major soil and water conservation practices reviewed, key findings, and broader implications under climate change.


No major additions are required.

 However, the authors may consider briefly indicating geographical relevance (e.g., global drylands or developing regions) to further strengthen contextual clarity and relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and technically correct. No major scientific inconsistencies were identified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Two were identified as 1990’s if possible, give recent ones in that place.
	

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


	A thorough proofread is needed to correct minor grammatical errors and improve consistency in table formatting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A schematic or conceptual framework summarizing in-situ and ex-situ SWC practices and their interactions would enhance clarity – Diagram or flow chart etc
Only minor revisions related to language polishing, formatting, and presentation are recommended before acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

None identified.
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