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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 Manuscript is relevant and timeliness as the topic related to sustainable agriculture is a globally significant issue, in the Indian context or elsewhere where food security and environmental challenges intersect. The choice of Palnadu District and the methodology (multistage random sampling and an ex post facto research design, pre-tested structured interview, descriptive statistics…)  used are appropriate for such socio-behavioral study. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but to clarity and help international readership, please add the country where this study was conducted in the title.


	

	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 presents a clear focus on sustainable agriculture in India, with the specific objective of examining farmers’ knowledge and attitudes, as well as the factors influencing them. However, the abstract is somewhat wordy, with long sentences that could be made more concise. For example, “…socio personal, socio economic, socio communicational, and socio psychological factors…” could be simplified, explained in brief, or grouped if possible.

- Minor improvements in specificity & clarity (put on country, terms like “moderately favorable disposition”; ” comparatively lower knowledge”; “limited conviction for intensive adoption”, “statement wise analysis” could be quantified or briefly defined)

- Acknowledgment of limitations will further strengthen the abstract to provide a balanced view (example: geographical focus, potential self-reporting bias…).

- The sample size (100) should briefly mention if and how it is representative of the larger farming population.
- While many results are presented, direct links between analyzed factors and outcomes (example: which socio-economic factors were most influential?) are missing.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	- Contextualisation could be deeper for an academic paper : The introduction should more clearly situate the issue within the global literature before narrowing to India, Andhra Pradesh, and the specific research problem. Starting with global challenges and then drilling down lends clarity and academic rigor.
- The introduction omits a substantial amount of quotes. Academic writing should support key claims with enough recent and foundational literature (for example on sustainable agriculture, environmental degradation, adoption behavior…)
- Some sentences, while informative, are lengthy and could be broken down for improved readability ; the concept of “attitude” could be briefly defined or clarified as readers may interpret it differently ;  “sustainable agricultural practices” quick definition or example for each (you mentioned for example “integrated nutrient management” giving example can help non-expert readers ; “institutional constraints” as mentioned briefly so specifying a couple of common constraints would strengthen the argument.

- Ensure consistent citation format ‘example ; Governement of India, 2023 ; ideally, place all data sourced in a standardized way… and make sure that any citation is included on the list of reference;
- The text refers to “previous studies” but does not specify what research has already been done in similar settings (India/Andhra Pradesh), or where deficiencies remain. An explicit statement, such as “few studies have empirically examined these factors in Andhra Pradesh,” would clarify the novel contribution of your work.
However :

- Study justified : The discussion linking farmer knowledge and attitudes to adoption of sustainable practices grounds the rationale for the study. The last sentences persuasively argue for the need for empirical assessment to inform extension strategies.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	CF. Comment manuscript
	

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


	While the article meets the basic requirements for scholarly English, I recommend a careful proofreading or review by a native English speaker or professional editor to further polish the text and ensure a consistently high standard throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article presents a relevant and timely investigation into farmers’ knowledge and attitudes towards sustainable agricultural practices in the Palnadu district of Andhra Pradesh, India. The topic is important for advancing discussions around sustainable agriculture, environmental conservation, and rural development. 

However, the article would benefit from improved logical flow and tighter integration between the objectives, results, and discussion sections. In some cases, more explicit connections to the socio-personal and institutional variables would strengthen the narrative. The referencing of previous studies should be more consistent, ensuring that all references cited are directly related to points raised in the text, and vice versa.

The language and presentation are, overall, suitable for scholarly communication, though the clarity and conciseness could be enhanced with further editing.

In summary, the article adds useful insights to the literature on sustainable agriculture practices and rural development in India. With stronger narrative cohesion, more robust referencing, and minor language improvements, it would make a valuable contribution to the field.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Ravonjiarison Nasandratra, Stanford University, USA

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


