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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 provides significant empirical evidence for the scientific community by evaluating the sociological factors influencing the adoption of precision agriculture in Haryana, India. By documenting that a majority of farmers possess only low to moderate knowledge (78.4%) despite attending technology demonstrations, the study identifies a critical "innovation-adoption" gap that persists even with institutional support.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 of this manuscript is generally well-structured and follows a logical sequence. 
Addition: 

1. Need clarification of which factors were "highly significant" (e.g., landholding size) versus "significant" (e.g., age, education) to provide immediate empirical weight.
2. Adding the specific statistical tool used (e.g., "Chi-square test of independence") would clarify how the associations were validated
3. Need to specific findings of your study
4. Elaborate on the "regulatory knowledge gap," specifically by discussing why 66.67% of farmers are unaware of DGCA licensing requirements and the practical implications this has on the legal adoption of drone technology
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on an analysis of the provided text, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its structure and execution. The manuscript is scientifically correct and provides a reliable assessment of the current state of drone technology adoption among farmers in the specified districts of Haryana.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The quantity (8 references) is somewhat insufficient for a research article and provide the recent research papers.
	

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


	The English quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication, as the technical content is clear, the terminology is appropriate, and the logical flow is well-maintained.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides significant empirical evidence regarding the "innovation-adoption gap" in precision agriculture by documenting that 78.4% of farmers who attended demonstrations still possess only low-to-medium knowledge. While the abstract is functional, it should be updated to include specific quantitative results (Chi-square values) and more explicit mentions of the regulatory gaps identified in the results
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No explicit ethical violations mentioned
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