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	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.


	This manuscript offers empirical evidence on how adopting soil and water conservation practices significantly improves maize yields among smallholder farmers. It contributes to scientific understanding of sustainable agriculture and supports policy efforts to enhance food security in climate-vulnerable regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is technically correct and informative, but it is lengthy. So, it can be made more concise and academic. “Application of practices” is a bit wordy-“Adoption” is typically preferred more in academic writing. As a result, I suggest modifying the title into “Assessment of the impact of  adoption of soil and water conservation practices on maize yield in Tharaka Nithi County, Kenya”
	

	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 generally comprehensive, providing overview of the background, objective, methodology, and key findings. However, it can be improved in terms of clarity, conciseness, and readability.

· In the introduction section, condense problem background; remove repetition; focus on what gap your study is filling.

· Repetitive and wordy expression: Revise to “adoption of these technologies remains low, resulting in poor yields due to inadequate agronomic practices, drought, and low adoption of conservation technologies.”
· P-values for each variable might be too detailed for the abstract; consider summarizing significance.

· Be precise and consistent with statistical terms: for example, say logistic regression instead of “logit regression model”.

· The results can be stated more clearly as,  ….showed that intercropping and irrigation led to notable maize gain in yield as key SWC practices…..

· Refine the concluding sentence into stronger concluding sentence. Try giving some recommendations, for specific policy support, future research, or implication for scaling up practices.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and employs appropriate research design and statistical methods to address the research questions. The use of Propensity Score Matching to compare adopters and non-adopters enhances the reliability of the results. The conclusions drawn about the positive impact of soil and water conservation practices on maize yield are well-supported by the data presented.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent. They effectively support the study's context, methodology, and findings. No additional references are necessary at this time.
	

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


	The English language is generally clear and understandable, but there are several grammatical and stylistic errors that require revision for improved clarity and academic tone. A thorough language edit is recommended to enhance readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Use active voice where possible to improve engagement.
· Some sentences are lengthy and complex; breaking them into shorter sentences would improve readability.

· Watch for minor grammatical issues.

· Maintain consistent use of terms and abbreviations throughout (e.g., Soil and Water Conservation - SWC vs. SWCs).

· Double-check formatting of in-text citations for uniformity.

· Use consistent tense (preferably past tense when describing study findings).

· Where you compare your findings with other studies, explicitly mention whether your findings support or contradict them, and why.

· The study could benefit from a more detailed explanation of why certain technologies, like minimum tillage and stone bunds, reduce yield in this context, especially since other studies report positive effects.

· The recommendations could be strengthened by suggesting how to improve extension services
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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