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	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.


	Abstract effectively highlights the role of KVK-led demonstrations in bridging the technology adoption gap.
Methodology is straightforward, with a balanced sampling approach between beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries.
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	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 Its not clear whether article is review or research ?. if review, it is clear and informative, it can be made more refined, specific, and journal-friendly 
‘From Demonstration to Adoption: Evaluating the Role of CFLD in Sesame Technology Dissemination’

Impact of Cluster Front Line Demonstrations on Technological Adoption in Sesame Farming
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	Abstract is scientifically relevant and reasonably comprehensive but  need  refinement and minor clarifications. Upon revision, it will make a valuable contribution to the literature on agricultural technology dissemination and scientific adoption.
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	The reference list forms a good foundational base but requires expansion with sesame-specific, theoretical, and policy-level literature to improve comprehensiveness, relevance, and scholarly value to make more knowledgeable. 

Kumar, P., Singh, D. R., & Meena, R. K. (2018). Evaluation of frontline demonstrations on sesame in Rajasthan. Journal of Pharmacognosy and Phytochemistry, 7(6), 1290–1292.
→ Focuses directly on sesame FLDs, highly relevant.
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	There are grammatical mistakes, spelling errors, syntax errors can e improved after revision.
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	 Article presents timely and relevant study addressing the role of extension interventions in promoting technological adoption in sesame cultivation.
Methodology is clear. Results are based on statistical approach. Overall good article.
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