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	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 presents an interesting approach for people to approach the use of an important tool such as soil analysis for fertility purposes.

· The manuscript presents a combination of the applicability of quantitative surveys with visual pedagogical intervention, which is of great interest in the field of agricultural extension and knowledge socialization.

· The paper addresses critical gaps in adoption of sustainable practices, with original data on effectiveness of educational interventions.
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	Yes, the title of the paper is adequate
	

	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 of the article is quite clear and contains the arguments necessary for the understanding of the research carried out.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically written, including abstract, introduction, methodology, results, discussion, conclusions, and references.
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	Yes, the references are representative of the research work, and they are up to date.
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	Yes, the linguistic quality of the article is adequate for scholarly communications.
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	In the Methodology section it is important to include a figure indicating the geographical location of the study area for a better understanding of the site.

In the same Methodology section, it is necessary to include a subsection indicating the methods used to process the information obtained in the research process. Likewise, it would be important to know the period or lapse of time during which the data collection instruments were applied in the study area.

The analysis of the research results is quite descriptive based on the use of relative data. However, in this type of research activity the application of pre/post intervention questionnaires it is important to perform another type of quantitative analysis, for which some statistical tests for related samples can be used to compare pre/post intervention scores. This would give more strength to the analysis of the data and allow for a deeper understanding of the results obtained, and of the practical implications of the findings.
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