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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 under review is interesting and its publication is warranted. The proposal assesses farmers' knowledge and adoption of climate resilience technologies (CRTs). The authors conclude that, while knowledge of CRTs is relatively high, their adoption remains low due to economic barriers. They highlight that farmers recognize the benefits of CRTs and suggest that specific interventions, such as financial support, improved agricultural extension services, and culturally sensitive training programs, are essential to increase CRT adoption. Additionally, they consider addressing structural barriers and ensuring broader access to resources are crucial steps for developing climate resilience in the region. Disseminating the results obtained would contribute to efforts to achieve the Sustainable Development Goals of the 2030 Agenda. However, it presents significant weaknesses that must be addressed. First, only six references are included, all of them in the introduction. This is insufficient for any type of publication with academic purposes. Second, the discussion section is nonexistent; its inclusion is necessary. Third, many paragraphs do not include any references. Fourth, the data analysis subsection mentions the use of descriptive statistics and cross-tabulations to identify trends and correlations; however, the results section only includes percentages. The results and discussion section needs to be strengthened with additional analysis.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Considering the information contained in the manuscript, the title is suitable.
	

	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 manuscript abstract of the article is comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript under review has correct scientific justification. However, it reveals significant weaknesses.
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	The references are insufficient.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of the English in the revised manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications
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	The manuscript proposal is interesting.
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