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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 (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 study makes a valuable contribution to understanding the multidimensional factors influencing natural farming adoption in Himachal Pradesh. The use of demographic, economic, sociological, and environmental lenses provides a holistic perspective, which is commendable.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Correct
	

	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.
	Yes, add few statistical values for respective factors  from results would enrich and make it impactful 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, This study focus on adoption of NF adoption is taken rigorously statistical methodology 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, Reference are correct to my check
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language is fine. Repetation of results pattern could be change for better reach and weightage of study 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-structured and relevant study on the adoption of natural farming in Himachal Pradesh. The topic is timely, and the authors have done a commendable job in capturing the complexity of adoption behavior through a multidimensional lens—considering demographic, economic, sociological, and environmental factors. This holistic approach adds depth and relevance to the findings. The sampling strategy is well thought out. Using multistage random sampling along with Cochran’s formula to determine sample size lends robustness to the data collection process. The representation from 12 districts ensures a diverse perspective that strengthens the study’s validity. One of the strong points of the paper is the careful attention to statistical assumptions. The authors have appropriately tested for homogeneity of variances using Levene’s test, and where assumptions were violated, they wisely employed robust alternatives like Welch and Brown-Forsythe tests. This reflects a sound understanding of statistical methodology and lends credibility to the analysis.
Clarify Conceptual Framework:

Although the study mentions several theoretical approaches and methods (e.g., Rogers' Diffusion of Innovation, Stern’s theory), a clear conceptual framework early in the methodology or literature review would help readers understand the interlinkages between variables.

Improve Table Presentation:

Tables 2–4 are rich in information but can benefit from improved formatting for clarity. Including column headers in each section and summarizing key statistical results (F, p-values) below each table would improve readability.

Discussion

While the discussion is aligned with literature, a more critical reflection on the implications of gender and income-based differences — especially when results appear contrary to expectations — would enhance the analytical depth. For example, why might females report higher environmental concern, and how should programs account for this?

Ensure consistent formatting of p-values (e.g., avoid repetition like “p = 0.000p = 0.000”).

Rephrase: e.g., “p=0.001 = 0.001p=0.001” should be revised for clarity.

Remove Phrases like as “ANOVA analysis” (since “A” in ANOVA already stands for Analysis).
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