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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback(Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimumof 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is valuable to the scientific community as it addresses the potential of agroforestry 
systems to achieve resilient and productive landscapes amidst global challenges, such as climate 
change, biodiversity loss, and land degradation. By integrating trees with agricultural practices, this 
manuscript highlights innovative approaches to sustainable agriculture, emphasizing both ecological 
and socioeconomic benefits. These insights contribute to the growing field of sustainable development 
by offering solutions to enhance food security, carbon sequestration, and rural livelihoods. Again, this 
manuscript presents a comprehensive view of agroforestry’s role in combating environmental issues 
while supporting smallholder farmers, making it a significant resource for researchers and 
policymakers. 
 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Highly 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, covering key aspects of agroforestry, including its ecological, 
economic, and social benefits, as well as barriers to adoption. 
Author(s) must consider refining the language for conciseness and impact by reducing phrases like 
"this review highlights" or "the integration of trees, crops, and livestock." For example, rephrasing to 
"Agroforestry enhances productivity and mitigates environmental impacts such as climate change by 
integrating trees, crops, and livestock on shared land". 
 
** No keywords given, kindly add the keywords for this work. 
 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The structure and subsections of the manuscript are well-organized. But the numbering is too much, to 
increase readability author(s) should revisit the numerical numbering. 
NB: Author(s) are advised to maintain the numerical numbering at the “Future Direction” section. 
Minor improvements in section transitions could enhance readability. 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimumof 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound, drawing on recent and credible sources 
to support its claims. The comprehensive study of agroforestry benefits and challenges demonstrates 
an in-depth understanding of the subject, with relevant examples from diverse agro-ecological contexts. 
The manuscript’s scientific rigor is evidenced by its balanced examination of the ecological and 
socioeconomic impacts of agroforestry, highlighting its potential for sustainable agricultural 
transformation 
 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

The references are enough and cover recent studies. But references more older than 7 years should 
be reviewed (if applicable).  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Requires minor grammatical checks and rephrasing for smoother flow. 
 

 

Optional/Generalcomments 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should 
write his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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