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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.


	This study is interdisciplinary, combining agricultural, economic, and social perspectives, which is particularly relevant under climate change. Its findings are crucial for informing decision-making aimed at adapting to a rapidly changing world and achieving key Sustainable Development Goals. By providing a detailed analysis of the factors influencing adoption, the study contributes to improving crop yields, food security, and farm incomes in Tanzania. Using nationally representative dataset and a logit model, the manuscript offers empirical evidence on the socioeconomic and demographic determinants of adoption, which can guide both policy formulation and intervention strategies.  
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