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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.


	This manuscript addresses an important and timely issue by examining farmers’ willingness to adopt carbon farming practices in a climate-vulnerable region of India. It contributes empirical evidence from a region where limited studies on carbon farming adoption currently exist, thereby filling a significant knowledge gap in climate-smart agriculture research. The findings offer practical insights into socio-economic, institutional, and knowledge-related factors influencing adoption, which are valuable for policymakers, extension agencies, and researchers. Overall, the study supports the broader scientific discourse on agricultural mitigation strategies and sustainable rural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the study’s focus, location, and subject matter.
Optional suggestion 
“Farmers’ Willingness to Adopt Carbon Farming Practices in Bishnupur District of Manipur, India”
	

	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 abstract is comprehensive and clearly outlines the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications of the study. However, clarity could be improved by briefly mentioning the sample size and analytical methods used (e.g., regression or ranking techniques). Additionally, reducing minor repetition related to policy implications may enhance conciseness. Overall, the abstract effectively summarizes the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows accepted research methodologies appropriate for socio-economic and agricultural adoption studies. The use of descriptive statistics, correlation, regression analysis, and Garrett ranking is appropriate for the stated objectives. However, clearer alignment between some tables and their corresponding interpretations would improve rigor, and minor inconsistencies in reported values should be carefully checked.
	.

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and relevant to the topic, particularly for methodological support and climate change context. However, the manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent (last 5–7 years) studies specifically on carbon farming, carbon markets, and climate-smart agriculture adoption, especially from international or South Asian contexts and must be APA format and alphabetically arrange
	

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


	The language is generally understandable and appropriate for academic writing. Nonetheless, the manuscript would benefit from professional language editing to correct grammatical issues, improve sentence structure, and enhance overall readability and coherence, particularly in the methodology and results sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is relevant and has strong practical implications for promoting low-carbon agriculture among smallholder farmers. Strengthening the discussion by more explicitly linking findings to existing literature and policy frameworks would enhance its contribution. With minor revisions in language, clarity, and consistency, the manuscript has good potential for publication.

The manuscript addresses a relevant and timely topic and presents useful empirical findings. However, revisions are required to improve language clarity, methodological consistency, and alignment between results and discussion. With these improvements, the manuscript has good potential for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No major ethical issues are evident in this manuscript. The study involves survey-based data collection from farmers through interviews, which is a standard social science research approach. However, the manuscript would benefit from a brief statement confirming that informed consent was obtained from all respondents and that participation was voluntary. Including a sentence on confidentiality and ethical compliance would strengthen the manuscript’s transparency.
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