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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.


	This manuscript addresses crucial issues of awareness, adoption, and constraints in agricultural innovation among farmers in Solan district, Himachal Pradesh. The findings highlight significant gaps between the generation of technology and its actual adoption in the field, underlining the need for targeted extension services.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	more specific and grammatically corrected version could be:
“Awareness, Adoption, and Constraints among Farmers: An Empirical Study in Solan District, Himachal Pradesh.”
	

	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.


	mentioning the sample size (50 farmers), location (Solan district), and key quantitative results (e.g., percentages reported in constraints and awareness of schemes) would enhance clarity for readers scanning the abstract for core findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The research objectives, methodology, and data analysis are clearly described. The tables are appropriately structured and support the narrative. 

How the respondents were choosen (the source of respondents like agriculture department etc.) should be mentioned and also the analytical tool used should be properly mentioned.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are relevant, but there are very few, and most date back more than a decade. Including more recent studies, especially on adoption of agricultural technologies, extension services, and rural constraints (particularly from the last 5 years), would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The English language quality is adequate for scholarly communication. Some sentences could be revised for clarity and grammatical correctness. Examples:
Instead of “There is no use of an agricultural innovation until and unless it reaches the man behind the plough”, consider “Agricultural innovations are effective only when adopted by farmers.”
Minor grammatical corrections are needed for improved readability.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The study’s recommendations are practical and add some recommendations specific to the study area.
Including a flowchart or diagram showing the extension pathway or constraint ranking could add value.
Add limitations and future scope of the the study.

The results should be supported with past studies for better reasoning (eg. in factor affecting table no. 8)
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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