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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.
	The manuscript is indeed important for the scientific communities as it reports on the Challenges of Disseminating Agroecological Knowledge and Practices that is useful for developing countries and beyond. Several insightful results and findings have been reported in the manuscript.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	It is ok.
	

	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.
	It is ok.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript s scientifically correct as it is based on evidence and scientific norms.
	

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



	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is clearly written. No language/English quality issues found.
	

	Optional/General comments
	My overall critique is as follows;
1. INTRODUCTION
· The statement, “It highlights the importance of biodiversity, healthy soil, water management, and combining traditional wisdom with contemporary research, which can boost agricultural productivity while conserving the environment”.
i. Please briefly explain how the identified factors (biodiversity, healthy soil, water management) contribute to conserve the environment.

2. METHODOLOGY
· Statement, “The study used a cross-sectional research design to investigate the challenges FRNs face while trying to disseminate agroecological knowledge and practices”.
ii. Please explain what is cross-sectional research design?

iii. What other approaches can be adopted to do this research?

iv. What is the added advantage of using cross-sectional research design?

3.  RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
v.	Table 1: How the score was calculated? Please elaborate

· Table 2: Results of the Pair-wise Ranking Presented in Table 2
vi. Please correct Table 2 to Table 1.
vii. Statement, “Many farmers still adhere to traditional agricultural practices because they believe that modern AE practices are superfluous or challenging to use”. Please describe, why modern AE practices are superfluous or challenging to use?
viii. Statement, “Even if farmers understand and accept AE principles, a lack of essential inputs makes it nearly impossible to apply what they learn”. What includes essential input?

ix. Statement, “One of the main challenges in effectively disseminating AE knowledge is the limited time allocated for educational sessions during village meetings”. It is a bit confusing. Please rephrase to make it easy to understand.

4.  RECOMMENDATIONS
x.	Please elaborate this section.
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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)

No ethical issues in the manuscript.
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interesting in the manuscript.
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	It is ok
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	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)
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	Author’s Feedback
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