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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 paper offers insightful factual information about how farmers view the KCC program, emphasizing variations in advantages and consistency in difficulties across districts. Its use of robust statistical tools strengthens the reliability of the findings and contributes to evidence-based agricultural policy research. The study's legitimacy and applicability are increased by the sizable, methodically chosen sample. In general, the effort enhances knowledge of farmer behavior, loan availability, and the necessity of data-driven agricultural plan changes.
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	The abstract is largely comprehensive, as it effectively articulates the study’s aims, methods, significant statistical outcomes, and policy implications. However, it might be beneficial to incorporate a brief description of the sampling method (e.g., multi-stage random sampling) to enhance methodological clarity. Including the overall sample size (720 farmers) in the abstract would also improve transparency and assist readers in grasping the study’s scope more effectively. Furthermore, the abstract could be made more concise by trimming down extensive explanations of statistical findings and emphasizing the main insights and implications instead.
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	According to the details given, the manuscript seems to be scientifically valid regarding its aims, methods, and statistical evaluation. The application of primary data, a carefully designed questionnaire, and suitable inferential methods like Chi-square and ANOVA reinforces the reliability of the results. The sampling method is explicitly outlined, and the reasoning for the sample size is scientifically validated through Cochran’s formula. In general, the study adheres to established research criteria and offers conclusions that are closely matched to the data and techniques employed
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