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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 significantly contributes to the domain of agricultural extension and soil health management by empirically investigating farmers' adoption of recommendations and soil sampling procedures based on the Soil Health Card (SHC). The research presents region-specific evidence from Telangana, a state where SHC implementation is actively pursued, thus enhancing the current body of adoption research. By pinpointing essential socio-economic and psychological factors that affect adoption, the results provide practical insights for policymakers, extension professionals, and researchers aimed at improving soil fertility management strategies. Furthermore, this work addresses the disconnect between policy intentions and practical applications in the field, which is crucial for promoting sustainable agriculture and ensuring food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and clearly reflects the scope, variables, and geographical context of the study. It accurately conveys the focus on adoption of SHC recommendations and soil sampling procedures.
	

	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 well-structured, covering the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and major recommendations. It effectively summarizes the study outcomes and highlights statistically significant relationships between adoption and key variables.
Suggestions for improvement:
· The abstract may briefly mention the research design (ex-post facto) to enhance methodological clarity.

· A short concluding sentence emphasizing the policy or extension implications could further strengthen the abstract.

· Otherwise, no major deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. The research design, sampling procedure, measurement of variables, and statistical tools used are appropriate and well justified. The interpretation of results is logical and supported by relevant literature. Tables are informative, and findings are clearly linked with previous studies, ensuring internal consistency and scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient, relevant, and recent, particularly with citations from reputed Indian journals in agricultural extension and soil science. The inclusion of studies published up to 2025 strengthens the manuscript’s contemporary relevance.
Minor suggestion:
· Inclusion of one or two international studies on soil test–based nutrient management or adoption behaviour could enhance global contextualization, though this is not mandatory.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is generally clear, coherent, and professionally written. Only minor grammatical corrections and formatting consistency checks are needed, which can be addressed during copyediting.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is structured effectively and offers significant insights into agricultural extension research. The conclusions drawn are practical and consistent with the findings. Enhancing the discussion regarding digital literacy and the simplification of SHC recommendations could further improve its practical relevance. In summary, the paper merits publication following minor revisions.
The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and relevant to agricultural extension research. Methodology, analysis, and interpretation are appropriate, and the findings have practical implications for Soil Health Card implementation. Only minor improvements are needed in language polishing, inclusion of an ethical statement, and slight strengthening of discussion and abstract.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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