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	Reviewer’s comment

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

	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.


	1. It focuses on a high-impact, government-supported financial transfer program.
2. The paper is interdisciplinary, connecting agricultural policy, rural development, and technology usage. 
3. Region-specific strategies and gender-disaggregated data increase its applicability for policy refinement and targeted extension planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative. 
	

	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.


	Suggest a redo of complex sentences to make them simpler. (Ex- Onion, being a high-value perishable crop, …. small and marginal farmers.)

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically ok. 

It is a structured, evidence-backed, institutional data usage, and policies are also evaluated. 

The interpretations align well with the cited sources.

The causal relationship between PM-KISAN support and technology adoption is well-connected. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant, and recent (many from 2020–2024).

But Ghosh et al. is cited multiple times, over-reliance on a single source.

	

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


	YES, but onion production technologies are excessively detailed; it diverts attention from impact of PM-KISAN.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Inclusion of bibliometric analysis tools like VOSVIEWER or Biblioshiny would have made it more productive.
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