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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 manuscript addresses socio-management factors influencing technology adoption among sericulture farmers in West Bengal, India, a topic of practical and theoretical significance for agricultural extension and rural development. It provides empirical evidence useful for policy and technology dissemination strategies. However, it requires improved structure, clarity, and integration with recent literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	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.


	The abstract repeats text from the introduction and is overly long. It should be rewritten more concisely, emphasizing objectives, methods, key findings, and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design and analyses (path and regression) are appropriate. However, details on data collection tools, sample validation should be added.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate but mostly dated. Include recent works (2022–2024) on technology adoption and rural extension.
	

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


	The English is understandable but grammatically inconsistent, with redundancies and awkward phrasing. Professional proofreading is required.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is scientifically valid but needs restructuring, improved academic writing, and more discussion connecting results to contemporary literature. Methodological transparency should be enhanced.
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