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	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 findings from this study are directly relevant for local policymakers and agricultural extension services in Gujarat, allowing them to design targeted and effective interventions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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, enough.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Yes, good enough. 
Sampling: The multi-stage sampling is described, but it's not clear how the "three talukas" were selected. Purposive selection is mentioned for the district, but the justification for the specific talukas and villages is not provided.

Variables: The logit model lists 12 independent variables, but the Note below Table 3 only lists 11 of them (it's missing one from the list in Section 2). The variable "Occupation" is included, but the description is just "(Farming, livestock, others)," which is very unclear. It doesn't explain how this was measured or coded in the model.

Statistical Software: No mention of the statistical software used (e.g., SPSS, R, Stata) which is a standard reporting practice in quantitative research.

Lack of Deeper Discussion: The "Result and Discussion" section is very short and largely just reiterates what is in the tables. A good discussion section would:

· Compare the findings with previous literature (both supporting and contradicting).

· Provide a more nuanced explanation of why past experience is so significant.

· Address the non-significance of other variables in greater detail.

· Discuss the study's limitations.
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