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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 is significant for the scientific community because it presents a structured analysis of the factors that influence farmers' decision-making behavior. Using principal component analysis, it provides a quantitative framework for understanding how technical, financial, social, and institutional factors influence agricultural decisions. The study's findings are useful for researchers and policymakers when developing evidence-based interventions that promote farmer-centric development. Its focus on awardee farmers emphasizes progressive practices that can serve as models for larger agricultural communities.
	

	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.
Suggestions for Improvement:
1. Additions Needed:
Contextual significance: Begin with a sentence highlighting the importance of farmer decision-making in agriculture (for example, productivity, sustainability, and risk management).
Problem statement/research gap: Briefly explain what is missing in current research and why this study is required.
Practical implications: Discuss how the findings can benefit policymakers, extension agencies, and farmers.
2. Deletions:
Remove technical details such as "mean communality value more than 0.75" and "Eigen values more than 1.00". These belonged in the methodology section.
Avoid using phrases like "Decision making plays a vital role in the day-to-day life of farmers" that appear several times in both the abstract and the introduction.
3. Reorganization:
Follow a logical flow:
Background → Aim → Method → Key Findings → Implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its basic design and factor analysis application; however:
The data adequacy (low KMO) calls into question the robustness of the PCA results. Ranking inconsistencies (variance versus mean score) undermine conclusions.
The sampling bias (awardee farmers only) limits generalizability.

Thus, while the study is not invalid, it requires significant clarification and strengthening before being considered fully scientifically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are outdated. For example:
· Van den Ban (1957)
· Supe (1969)
· Scott & Bruce (1994)
· Several MSc theses from 2013–2018
There are no references after 2018. That means the paper does not reflect the last 5–7 years of international research on farmer decision-making, risk behavior, or agricultural innovation.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Current Level: The language is functional but not polished. 

The English quality is not yet fully suitable for high-level scholarly communication. It needs professional language editing to meet international journal standards.
	

	Optional/General comments
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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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