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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.


	The paper is interesting and sound, though not really on regenerative agriculture. It reflects more the adoption of best practices but tries with the title to sail on the new wave of regenerative agriculture, without really understanding the function of this land management concept.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The term regenerative agriculture in the title is misleading.
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, besides the understanding of the term regenerative agriculture
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is need to update with literature from Conservation Agriculture
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is well written and the core parts dealing with the communication pathways are correctly stated. However, the basic understanding of regenerative agriculture is missing and with this the title is misleading; regenerative agriculture is not just a basket of best practices, but a concept consisting of 5 principles, which only result in regeneration, if applied together. The foundation of regenerative agriculture is actually Conservation Agriculture, which has been defined by FAO and which is well researched over the past three decades giving a sound foundation for the claims on the regenerative effects. It is suggested to reformulate the passages in the introduction and to make these comments when presenting the tables of the adoption of single practices. There should also be some reference to Conservation Agriculture, which has also in India been taken up by ICAR and several regional research programmes. References should be added accordingly, for example from Kassam et al.
One investment need is not mentioned in the paper, which is the supply of affordable and accessible equipment for no-till farming. Pls. add this point where appropriate.

In List 1 the term reduced tillage needs to be replaced with no-till. As stated in the introduction, regenerative farming is based on no-tillage as a core principle. Pls. correct. The same problem occurs in Table 4. The paper should also point out this particular failure, if single practices are promoted under the label of regenerative agriculture, since they will not result in the expected effects converting the term regenerative agriculture into a meaningless buzzword.
Results and discussion: the approach to analyse the adoption of single practices does not reflect in any way the concept of regenerative agriculture. Regenerative agriculture is only regenerative, if the 5 core principles are applied together; the selection of single practices does not result in regenerative or sustainable farming but is just a good practice within conventional farming. This point is explained in most of the literature on Conservation Agriculture, which constitutes the universally applicable principles or regenerative agriculture, and which does only develop the full potential of the regenerative effects when minimum soil disturbance (no-till), permanent soil cover and diversity are applied continuously together on the same field. Pls. correct.
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