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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 is important to the scientific community as it provides empirical insights into farmers’ adoption of Soil Health Card–based recommendations, a key intervention for sustainable nutrient management. It identifies critical socio-economic and extension-related factors influencing adoption, thereby strengthening understanding of technology diffusion in agriculture. The findings offer useful guidance for researchers, extension personnel, and policymakers to enhance the effectiveness of soil health–based advisory services.
	

	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.


	Add one brief sentence highlighting the practical or policy implications of the findings, particularly how the results can support extension strategies or improve implementation of the Soil Health Card scheme. Minor language polishing may also be done.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  Clearly articulate the research gap in a distinct concluding paragraph of the Introduction and explicitly state the specific objectives of the study to improve focus and clarity.

  In the Materials and Methods section, briefly justify the selection of the 20 adoption practices and mention the statistical software used for analysis to enhance methodological transparency and reproducibility.

  In the Results and Discussion, reduce repetitive use of terms such as “medium level” by providing more analytical summaries that highlight patterns and implications.

  Provide stronger explanations for low-adoption practices (e.g., lime application, excess nutrient application) by discussing farmer perceptions, economic constraints, or knowledge gaps.

  Ensure consistency in tables, particularly in ranking numerals (e.g., duplication of rank V in Table 2), to avoid confusion.

  Strengthen the Conclusion by adding policy-level recommendations and briefly discussing the implications of medium adoption dominance on long-term soil health and sustainability outcomes.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  References are adequate and recent overall.
  Include at least 1–2 additional citations specifically related to policy evaluation of soil health interventions and adoption behaviour frameworks to enrich theoretical grounding.


	

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


	Minor corrections required
	

	Optional/General comments


	Accept with minor revisions
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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