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	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 study provides valuable insights into the technological gaps and training needs of spice growers in West Bengal. It identifies critical areas for intervention, helping policymakers, extension workers, and researchers improve productivity and promote sustainable farming. The findings support evidence-based strategies for enhancing adoption of improved practices in similar agro-ecological regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear. A slightly more concise alternative:
Technological Gaps and Training Needs of Spice Growers in the Hill and Terai Regions of Kalimpong District, West Bengal
	

	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 covers objectives, methods, results, and implications. Minor refinements for conciseness and clarity could improve readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically sound with appropriate methodology and logical interpretation of results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are somewhat limited and could be strengthened by including more recent studies (from the past 5 years) on spice cultivation, technological adoption, and extension interventions in similar agro-ecological regions. This would provide better context and support for the study’s findings.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication, with minor improvements in flow and sentence structure recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important issue and provides practical insights for sustainable agriculture. Minor refinements in language and recent literature integration would strengthen it further.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript does not explicitly mention whether informed consent was obtained from participants or how confidentiality was maintained. It is recommended that the authors include a brief statement on ethical approval, participant consent, and data confidentiality to ensure compliance with standard research ethics.
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