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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.


	This manuscript provides timely and valuable insights into the factors shaping the adoption of social and technological innovations among Small Tea Growers (STGs) in South India; an essential yet often under-represented group in agricultural research. By identifying the key determinants that influence innovation uptake, the study offers evidence that can support more inclusive and effective extension strategies, policy interventions, and capacity-building programs. The findings are particularly important as STGs face increasing pressures from market volatility, climate variability, and changing consumer demands, making innovation adoption critical for their resilience and competitiveness. Overall, the study contributes to the scientific community by filling an important knowledge gap and offering practical pathways to enhance sustainability and productivity in smallholder tea farming systems.
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is comprehensive and clearly presents the purpose, methods, key findings, and policy implications of the study. It effectively communicates the significance of innovation adoption among small tea growers and highlights the major determinants identified. However, the abstract is slightly long and could be made more concise by trimming some methodological details or combining closely related sentences. You may also consider adding a brief statement on the practical relevance of the findings at the end to further emphasize their value for policymakers and extension agencies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured, with clear objectives, appropriate analytical methods, and logically presented findings. The use of adoption index, correlation analysis, and Multiple Correspondence Analysis (MCA) is methodologically appropriate for identifying determinants of innovation adoption among small tea growers. The results are consistent, meaningful, and well-aligned with the study’s aims.

However, the manuscript would benefit from a few improvements to strengthen its scientific rigor:

· Clarify variable measurement (e.g., how adoption index was constructed).

· Provide justification for sampling size and selection to ensure representativeness.

· Explain the direction of unexpected results, such as the negative association of education with adoption.

· Improve linkage between findings and policy recommendations to show how each recommendation directly emerges from the data.

In general, the manuscript is scientifically correct, but refining these areas will improve clarity, transparency, and impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references cited in the manuscript are moderately sufficient, but there is room for improvement. While some foundational studies are included, the list would benefit from the addition of more recent and high-impact publications (from the last 5–7 years), especially those covering global trends in tea production, climate resilience, value-chain development, and smallholder livelihoods. Strengthening the reference list with updated and diverse sources will improve the scientific rigor and relevance of the manuscript.
	

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


	The overall English quality of the manuscript is understandable, but it is not yet fully suitable for scholarly communication. Several sentences are either grammatically inconsistent, overly long, or unclear. In some places, wording is repetitive, and transitions between ideas could be smoother. These issues may distract readers and weaken the scientific message.

A careful language refinement, including grammar correction, clearer sentence structure, and improved academic tone, would greatly enhance readability. It may be helpful to have the manuscript reviewed by a professional language editor or someone experienced in academic writing.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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