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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 highlights key challenges faced by farmers in adopting farm machinery in the char areas of northern Bangladesh. The findings may provide valuable data for improving technology transfer, training, and support systems in vulnerable regions. This research provide insights to extension workers and other concerned authorities in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be revised because the research is limited to only farm machinery; the recommended technologies in the title cover broader aspects. It includes improved seeds, irrigation techniques, fertilizer application, pest management, post-harvest technologies, and so on.
	

	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 seems fine, but in last sentence should be corrected as the monitoring problem is the eighth problem in PFI ranking also has to mention how the survey was conducted using a semi-structured interview schedule or questionnaire
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is more or less scientifically correct. It will be more scientific if the sampling frame is also provided, or mention how the villages and farmers were listed for random selection. How did you calculate your sample size of 150? 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not sufficient. To make this paper more scientific and valid, you must provide sufficient literature that supports your findings.
In 3.2 reference was given about wheat cultivation seems irrelevant to our topic.
	

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


	Yes, the language was simple and readable for all readers. The coherence should be maintained in some paragraphs.
	

	Optional/General comments


	i) The objectives need not to write in a points. Write in one or two sentence at the last paragraph of introduction. Also to identify char farmers socio-economic characteristics, no need to write this as a objectives. To identify socio-economic charateristics is a general things in social research

ii) The heading socio-economic profile does not cover many variables like ability to handle machinery, knowledge, attitudes towards technology, training, organization participation, and extent of use of technology. To cover this variable too, you have to rewrite your heading as socio-economic and techno-behavioral profile of the farmers, or write in your own way. The above-mentioned variables are not socio-economic variables.
iii) The discussion portion is weak. 
In 3.3, you have to discuss all the positively and negatively significant variables with suitable references. Why are they positively or negatively significant in your case? provide reasons with references.

In 3.4, People are more interested to use old one. This option seems too informal. Disrupted communication systems seem too general and unrelated to link with our topic. It can be rewritten as a preference for traditional tools over recommended technologies, and poor communication technologies hinder access to technology-related services. Also discussion was very weak in this portion too. You have to support your research findings with suitable relevant references. The reference related to pumpkin cultivation seems totally irrelevant. This is the heart of your research so do rigorous literature review to supports your findings.
iv) In table 4 option number 2 In low extent of problem multiply by 1in PFI methodology 
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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)
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