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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 (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript covers a highly relevant topic linking climate change and land degradation, especially from the Indian context. It highlights critical environmental challenges and offers practical, region-specific solutions. The study combines scientific data with actionable insights, making it useful for policymakers and researchers. I appreciate its structured approach and clarity.
	

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

	Mostly suitable, but the phrase “Indian Prospective” should be corrected to “Indian Perspective.”
Suggested Title: “Climate Change, Land Degradation and Sustainability: Insights towards Innovative Solutions from the Indian Perspective.”
	

	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, it’s fairly comprehensive. Still, a brief mention of the methods (like GIS, field surveys) would enhance it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, it is scientifically sound with strong references and a balanced discussion. The methodology is clear, and the analysis is aligned with the objectives. The manuscript connects climate factors with land degradation effectively. Overall, it’s technically reliable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, references are both adequate and fairly recent. You may still consider adding 1-2 more recent works (post-2021) on microplastics and agrochemical impact if available.
	

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

	
The language is understandable but needs minor grammatical and stylistic polishing for scholarly tone.



	

	Optional/General comments

	1. Title needs minor correction (“Perspective” not “Prospective”).
2. Well-structured and informative.
3. Some repetition in “overgrazing” and “salinity” sections.
4. Figures or maps would improve visual clarity.
5. Check for consistency in unit formatting (e.g., t/ha, Mha).




	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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? 
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