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	PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	This manuscript ‘Agroforestry Systems: Integrating Trees for Climate Resilience’ provides 
a clear review on the topic by addressing climate change challenges in agriculture, promoting 
sustainable land use systems, types of agroforestry systems, mitigating of climate change and
 improving farmers livelihood with climate action planning. This system is also contributing in 
climate smart agriculture.	
	

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

	The title is short and impactful.
	

	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.

	Abstract is well written and comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The discussion of agroforestry systems, climate resilience mechanisms, ecosystem services, carbon sequestration and socio-economic aspects are consistent with current scenario including climate change adaptation and sustainable agriculture.
	

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

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

	
The English quality is generally good ,suitable for scholarly communication, moreover easily understandable.



	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript includes –
· Clear conceptual framing 
· Strong authorized references 
But can be more focused on the conclusion by discussing future research priorities, research gaps.
Figures can be added i.e. types of agroforestry systems etc. 
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	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? 

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


	




	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	
	



	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	
	






	PART  3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:


	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”







	PART  4: Objective Evaluation:


	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 
Accept As It Is: (>9-10)
Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8)
Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)
Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	8.5 
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