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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 is significant to the scientific community as it provides empirical evidence on the knowledge, attitudes, and practices (KAP) influencing safflower production among smallholder farmers — an under-researched crop with high potential for climate resilience and economic diversification. By combining quantitative and qualitative approaches, the study contributes valuable insights into behavioral and systemic barriers affecting technology adoption in dryland farming systems. The findings highlight the critical role of agricultural extension, input access, and market linkages in shaping farmers’ perceptions and practices. This evidence can inform policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners seeking to enhance adoption of climate-resilient and alternative oilseed crops in semi-arid regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is suitable.
	

	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 clear, well-structured, and follows the standard scientific format of Aims, Design, Methods, Results, and Conclusion. However, it can be made more concise and comprehensive by reducing repetition, improving phrasing, and strengthening the connection between findings and their implications.
Strengths:

The abstract clearly presents the study’s aims, design, location, duration, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. It adheres to academic writing standards, provides measurable results, and follows a logical structure consistent with journal expectations.

Suggestions for Improvement:

In the Aims section, rephrase for better flow and to avoid redundancy. For example:

“Guided by Schwartz’s Knowledge-Attitude-Practice (KAP) model (1976), the study assessed farmers’ knowledge of safflower production along the value chain, examined their attitudes toward safflower cultivation, and identified key challenges affecting production in the study area.”

For the Study Design and Methodology, consider combining both sections for clarity and conciseness. Clarify how the qualitative and quantitative data complemented each other, and briefly mention the sampling approach. A suggested revision is:

“A mixed-methods design was employed, involving a census of 105 safflower farmers. Quantitative data were collected through structured questionnaires and analysed using descriptive statistics in SPSS and MS Excel, while qualitative insights from Focus Group Discussions and Key Informant Interviews were analysed thematically.”

In the Results section, correct incomplete phrasing and remove repetitive expressions such as “low knowledge.” Consider also linking findings to implications. For instance:

“Results showed that all farmers (100%) had low knowledge of safflower production, 57% expressed negative attitudes, and 85% demonstrated low adoption of recommended practices. Despite safflower’s economic and climatic potential, uptake remained low due to limited access to extension services and markets.”

For the Conclusion, strengthen it by including implications for policy or future interventions. You could write:

“The study concludes that low knowledge and negative attitudes significantly constrain safflower adoption in Mukulu Ward. Addressing gaps in extension support, input supply, and market access is essential for promoting safflower as a viable climate-resilient crop. The findings reaffirm the relevance of the KAP model in explaining smallholder technology adoption.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is mostly scientifically correct and well structured, but a few small improvements can strengthen its clarity, precision, and scientific rigor. The aims are clear, measurable, and logically linked to the theoretical framework (Schwartz’s KAP model). However, the KAP model is usually attributed to public health or behavior change studies rather than directly to Schwartz (1976). Schwartz developed the Norm Activation Theory, while the KAP model (Knowledge–Attitude–Practice) emerged independently and was later adapted across disciplines. Correction: You might say “Guided by the Knowledge–Attitude–Practice (KAP) framework” rather than attributing it to Schwartz unless you specifically apply his behavioral theory.
Also Mixed-methods design” is scientifically sound and appropriate for the objectives
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
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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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