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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 holds significant value for the agricultural extension and rural development scientific community. It provides empirical evidence on the adoption levels of improved lac production technologies, a crucial non-timber forest product that supports tribal livelihoods. By identifying the specific practices with low adoption (e.g., disease control, storage) and the key socio-economic variables influencing adoption (e.g., education, social participation, knowledge), the study offers actionable insights for extension agencies and policymakers. Furthermore, it contributes to the limited academic literature on lac cultivation in India, particularly the Kusumi strain, and validates the role of institutional recommendations (NISA) in the field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the core content of the manuscript. It clearly communicates the location (Kanker district, Chhattisgarh), the focus (Kusumi Lac production techniques), and the central theme (a paradigm shift from traditional to modern methods).
	

	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. It clearly states the objective, location, methodology (sample size, sampling technique, statistical tools), key findings (adoption levels, significant variables), and the conclusion. Suggestion: The phrase "adoption was an index of 64.90 percent" could be rephrased to "the overall adoption index was 64.90 percent" for better clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is appropriate for an adoption study. The use of a three-point continuum scale for measuring adoption, the adoption index formula, and the application of correlation and multiple regression analysis to determine relationships and contributions are all sound and standard practices in extension research. The results are presented logically, and the conclusions are supported by the data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and relevant to the topic. The manuscript cites recent literature (e.g., Bargah et al., 2025; Chandrakar et al., 2025) as well as foundational and local studies on lac production in Chhattisgarh, which is excellent. The inclusion of both journal articles and institutional reports (e.g., ICAR-IINR) provides a solid background.
	

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


	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication and is understandable. However, there are several instances of grammatical errors and awkward phrasing that need minor revision to improve the flow and professionalism. Examples include:
• "Kasumi is one of the strains" (Should be 'Kusumi' for consistency).
• "Adopting the recommended kusumi lac production technology will shift..." (Awkward phrasing).
• "This contributes about 18 percent..." (Should be 'It contributes...').
• A thorough proofread is recommended to correct minor typos and grammatical inconsistencies.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-executed study on an important topic. The paper effectively highlights the adoption gap in lac cultivation, which is crucial for improving the livelihoods of tribal farmers. The clear identification of low-adoption practices (like disease control and storage) and the significant predictors of adoption (knowledge, social participation, etc.) provides a clear roadmap for targeted interventions.
Recommendation: Minor Revision

Rationale: The manuscript is scientifically sound, well-structured, and addresses a relevant topic. The methodology is robust, and the findings are valuable for extension science. The recommended revision is minor, focused primarily on language polishing to correct a few grammatical errors and improve overall readability.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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