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	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 paper offers constructive evidence on soil management technology transfer in Tanzania's Southern Agricultural Growth Corridor (SAGCOT) region. It outlines several methods of soil management, the implication of various stakeholders, and the process of knowledge transmission. With mounting problems of soil erosion, climate change, and agricultural sustainability, this research is extremely pertinent to agricultural policy-makers, researchers, and extension officers. The conclusions provide pragmatic advice to enhance the soil management strategies, which are advantageous to the smallholder farmers as well as the entire agriculture industry.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is concise and accurate. For greater accuracy, however, a minor adjustment is proposed:

“Knowledge Transfer in Soil Management Technologies Among Agricultural Stakeholders in Tanzania's SAGCOT Region”
“Soil Management Knowledge Transfer in Tanzania’s Southern Agricultural Growth Corridor: Actors, Methods, and Challenges”
	

	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 thorough but can be enhanced by presenting the findings in brief.

It is proposed to make explicit the effect of knowledge transfer on the adoption of soil management technologies by farmers.

The inclusion of sample size in the abstract would add clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is scientifically accurate, although some sections need better explanation and structure.

Some assertions, like "Farmers trust manure over inorganic fertilizers," are not adequately supported by empirical evidence or comparative data.

The section on soil testing needs more practical examples to be added to the discussion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript contains applicable and up-to-date references.

Some references (e.g., Ginzky et al., 2024) should be checked for correct citation style.

The study would benefit from more recent literature (post-2021) on knowledge transfer in agriculture.

The addition of more recent research on knowledge transfer models in agriculture would make the literature review stronger.

	

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


	The manuscript needs minimal grammatical correction and reorganization for clarity.

There are sentences that are long and can be made simpler.
Examples of Problematic Sentences & Revisions:

Original:

"Knowledge transfer/dissemination is a sinuous to agriculture knowledge translation."

Issue: Confusing and unclear meaning.

Revised: "Knowledge transfer in agriculture facilitates the exchange and application of research findings among farmers and stakeholders."

Original:

"It was found that most farmers employed multiple soil management technologies."

Revised: "Most farmers adopted a combination of soil management techniques."
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant and well-structured, but minor revisions are needed in clarity, references, and methodology explanation. And the process of data analysis needs to be explained in greater detail. The findings section can use more tables or figures summarizing major findings. The discussion would be enhanced if theoretical views were integrated more to account for observed farmer behaviour.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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