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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 paper contributes insightful evidence about farmers' awareness of organic farming methods, especially in the context of Uttar Pradesh's Jhansi area. It offers empirical suggestions that can guide training initiatives, researchers, extension officers, agri-business and policy interventions by highlighting important socioeconomic aspects influencing farmers' comprehension and adoption of organic practices by emphasize well-functioning supply chain to support. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article's title, "A Study on Farmers' Knowledge Level towards Organic Farming Practices in Jhansi District of Uttar Pradesh," is accurate and pertinent. It may be improved, though, for greater impact and readability as follows: 

"Evaluating Farmers' Understanding of Organic Farming   in Uttar Pradesh's Jhansi District"

	

	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 majority of farmers had a medium level of expertise, according to the abstract, but it doesn’t say which techniques they were more or less familiar with. The summary might be strengthened by including one or two important findings about        actual organic activities (e.g., greater knowledge of composting vs. lesser awareness of         biopesticides). Although the abstract is organized effectively overall, it may be strengthened by adding important quantitative results, elaborating on the policy implications, and reformatting it slightly to make it more succinct.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound in its methodology, data analysis, and conclusions. However, a few areas need closer attention to ensure full scientific accuracy such as clarification of sampling method, justification of statistical tools, potential biases & limitations and scientific terminology.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references seem to be largely adequate and pertinent to the research. Nonetheless, there are a few things that could be done better:

A few of the references seem to be over a decade old (need within the previous five years). If at all possible, include recent research on sustainable agriculture, organic farming knowledge assessment, or ICT-based agricultural information distribution. In addition, it appears that the references mostly concentrate on a single geographical area. By offering comparative perspectives on the uptake of organic farming in various contexts, international research could enhance the conversation. Also, key claims lack citations.
The introduction and discussion contain a few generic comments that are not cited. A reference should be included, for instance, if the manuscript claims that "organic farming adoption is influenced by socio-economic factors such as education and landholding size."


	

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


	The language quality of the manuscript is mostly acceptable for scholarly communication but requires some progress for clarity, conciseness, and academic tone, such as grammar and syntax issues (some sentences are too long and complex, making them difficult to read), occasional grammatical errors (e.g., incorrect verb tense and subject-verb agreement) should be corrected, academic tone and precision, certain phrases are informal or vague. scholarly writing should be objective, precise, and formal (example: instead of “this study tries to explore…” → use “this study examines…)”, avoid repetitive wording by using synonyms or restructuring sentences, clarity in data interpretation, some explanations of results and methodology could be more precise and concise, and ensure that all interpretations are directly linked to the data rather than general statements.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The article tackles a crucial issue for Farmers towards Organic Farming Practices in Jhansi District of Uttar Pradesh, however, it would be appropriate by choosing a particular discipline, such as environmental sustainability, socioeconomic analysis, or organic farming. The study offers insightful information and is well-structured. To increase its effect, clarity, and scientific rigor, a few things should be done better.
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	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? 


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