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	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 importance of this manuscript for the scientific community in agricultural development and rural livelihoods by examining the adoption of recommended farming technologies in the char areas of northern Bangladesh. The study contributes valuable empirical evidence on the socio-economic and demographic factors influencing technology adoption in a highly vulnerable and under-researched geographic context. Its findings can guide policymakers, extension workers, and NGOs in designing targeted interventions to improve agricultural productivity and farmers’ livelihoods in marginal ecosystems. Moreover, it enriches the global discourse on sustainable agricultural development, climate adaptation, and technology diffusion in developing regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, relevant, and accurately reflects the content and focus of the study. However, to enhance academic precision and appeal, you might consider one of the following alternative titles:

Suggested Alternative Titles:

· “Determinants and Impacts of Recommended Farming Technology Adoption in the Char Lands of Northern Bangladesh”

· “Adoption and Impact of Recommended Farming Technologies among Char Land Farmers in Northern Bangladesh”
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study’s objectives, methods, results, and implications. However, it can be improved by:

· Stating the research gap or rationale in one short sentence.

· Clarifying the statistical tools used (mentions regression and paired t-test explicitly).

· Summarizing key findings with quantitative support (e.g., “five variables explained 72.4% of the variance”).

· Refining the last sentence to emphasize policy relevance and sustainability.

Suggested Revision:

Add a sentence like:

“Despite the proven benefits of modern agricultural technologies, adoption remains limited among char farmers due to socio-economic and institutional constraints.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and logically structured. The methodology (sampling, data collection, and statistical analysis) is appropriate for the study’s objectives. The use of multiple linear regression and paired t-tests is valid. However:

· The discussion section could better connect the statistical findings with theoretical frameworks or past studies.
· Clarify potential limitations such as sample size, generalizability beyond the study area, or possible biases in self-reported data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is adequate, with relevant and mostly recent sources (2017–2024). However:

· Some older references could be replaced or supplemented with newer empirical studies on technology adoption and livelihood impacts.

· Include more international literature on agricultural innovation diffusion (e.g., Rogers, 2003) or recent FAO/World Bank reports on smallholder technology adoption.
	

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


	The language is understandable and clear but needs minor grammatical and stylistic editing to ensure fluency and consistency in scholarly writing. Common issues include:

· Verb tense agreement (e.g., “use of technology had positive and significant impact” → “has a positive and significant impact”).

· Article usage (“the technology,” “the char farmers”).

· Sentence structure improvement for clarity and conciseness.

Overall, the English quality is acceptable but should be edited for academic style and coherence before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are relevant and clearly presented. Ensure consistent formatting (e.g., Table captions above, Figure captions below).

· Include a short section on study limitations and recommendations for future research.

· Consider expanding the conclusion to highlight broader implications for food security and sustainable rural development.
· Ensure uniform formatting of tables, figures, and headings per journal guidelines.
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