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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. The manuscript is important to the scientific community especially as it speaks to a
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) key topic of driving agricultural sustainability across developing nations with a key
focus on India which has made great progress in agriculture over the years. Other
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? developing nations can draw insights in further strengthening agricultural practices
(If not please suggest an alternative title) in rural and underserved communities in order to improve livelihoods.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 2. Thettitle captures the content fairly well.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
3. The abstract has captured the key points of the article and by estimation is
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? appropriate.
4. While the article is areview, a section on experiences of smallholder farmers will be
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of useful in further amplifying the gaps that exist.
additional references, please mention in the review form. 5. Yesitis.
6. Referencing is both sufficient and recent.
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications? The language and tone of writing is suitable for scholarly communications. Terms are well captured
and easy to read in plain terms.
Optional/General comments

Further work is encouraged to gain more insights on practices across other developing nations like

Nigeria to better understand gaps and shared learnings which will be helpful in developing policies

that speaks to the current realities.

Great work by the author.
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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)

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Terese Shadrach Akpem

Department, University & Country

Nigeria

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




