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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.


	I wrote some sentences regarding the importance of manuscript:
This study offers timely insights into how different communication channels influence the adoption of regenerative agriculture, particularly in the context of Indian smallholder farming. Its mixed-methods approach and stakeholder-centered analysis fill a gap in existing literature by highlighting both digital and community-based pathways of knowledge transfer. The findings are valuable for researchers, practitioners, and policymakers working on sustainable agriculture and rural development.
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	Yes, the abstract is generally well-written and covers the main aspects of the study, including the topic, methodology, key findings, challenges, and recommendations. However, here are a few suggestions to improve clarity and completeness:
1. Add a brief mention of the sample size or scope

2. Clarify the geographical context earlier
3. Specify the type of communication channels

4. Consider including a sentence on the study’s significance or contribution
5. Avoid overly technical terms without explanation
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	Yes, it is; however, I have some suggestions that I have included as comments in the main text of the manuscript.
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	Yes, It is generally suitable for scholarly communication, but it might be a good idea to consider engaging a professional editor or utilizing academic editing services to refine the manuscript's language.
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