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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 offers insights into how zero tillage can be applied in maize farming, a crucial advancement for improving agricultural productivity, especially in areas facing water shortages and limited resources. Detailing the outcomes of On-Farm Trials and Front-Line Demonstrations in Telangana shows how this technique can increase crop yields, lower costs, and help farmers earn more. The results go beyond just the benefits for the crop, highlighting the broader potential for more sustainable farming practices. Additionally, the significant rise in adoption rates in the study underscores the potential for expanding this technology to other regions with similar challenges, making it an important contribution for researchers and those working directly in agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The manuscript title is descriptive but can be refined for conciseness and clarity. It could be simplified without losing its key elements, making it more accessible to a wider audience.

Suggested alternative title:

"Impact of On-Farm Trials and Front-Line Demonstrations on Zero Tillage Maize in Peddapalli District, Telangana"
	

	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 article's abstract is generally comprehensive, covering the key aspects of the study, including the background, objectives, methodology, key results, and findings related to the impact of zero tillage technology on maize production in the Peddapalli district.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound in its methodology and results, as it accurately describes the setup of On-Farm Trials (OFT) and Front-Line Demonstrations (FLD) for evaluating the impact of zero-tillage technology on maize cultivation. The findings are supported by appropriate metrics such as yield improvement, extension gap, technology gap, and benefit-cost ratio, which are commonly used in agricultural research to assess the effectiveness of new technologies. However, including more statistical details and a deeper exploration of the contextual factors influencing the results would further strengthen the study's impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are generally relevant and provide a solid foundation for the research. The references to studies on zero tillage, adoption rates, and front-line demonstrations in different agricultural contexts are appropriate. However, there are a few observations regarding the currency and potential expansion of the reference list.
	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is generally clear and understandable for scholarly communication. The overall structure is logical, and technical terms are appropriately used in the context of agricultural research. However, there are areas where the language could be improved for clarity and flow.

Suggestions for Improvement:

1. Clarity and Sentence Structure: Some sentences are long and complex. Simplifying them would improve readability. For example, "The innovative idea of zero-tillage maize arose in 2012–13 as a countermeasure" can be rephrased as "Zero-tillage maize was introduced in 2012–13 as a solution to the challenges of traditional maize cultivation."

2. Articles and Prepositions: Correct minor issues like "encounters to terminal moisture stress," which should be "encounters terminal moisture stress."

3. Consistency in Terminology: Ensure consistent use of "zero tillage" (lowercase) throughout the manuscript.

4. Repetition: Reduce redundancy by condensing similar points. For example, mention the benefits of zero tillage (water conservation, reduced irrigation) in one concise statement.

5. Grammar: Correct minor grammar issues such as punctuation errors and subject-verb agreement for better professionalism.

A thorough proofreading will enhance clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript effectively evaluates the impact of zero-tillage maize cultivation through on-farm trials and front-line demonstrations in the Peddapalli district. It addresses key agricultural challenges such as irrigation, costs, and yield. The methodology is sound, and the results highlight the positive effects on yield, economics, and adoption. Overall, the manuscript makes a valuable contribution to agricultural development research and, with minor revisions, is suitable for publication.

This falls under the "Minor Revision" category. The manuscript presents valuable contributions to the field of agricultural research, particularly in terms of zero-tillage practices for maize cultivation. However, improvements could be made in areas such as clarity of language and more context about factors influencing results.

With these minor revisions, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the content of the manuscript, there do not appear to be any significant ethical issues.
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