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	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 study provides useful, field-based insights on yield, economic viability, and technology gaps for smallholder livestock systems by evaluating the Central Oat OS 403 variety in Rajasthan's semi-arid environment. Its conclusions include practical suggestions for increasing agricultural incomes, expanding the supply of fodder, and directing breeding, adoption, and policy initiatives in comparable areas.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is adequate since it explicitly delineates the crop (fodder oats), the specific variety (Central Oat OS 403), the geographic location (Hanumangarh / Nohar, Rajasthan), and indicates that it pertains to a frontline demonstration/FLD study. 
	

	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.


	Yes, it articulates the objectives, geographical context, seasonal variations, quantity of Farmer-Led Demonstrations (FLDs), spatial extent, comparative analysis (OS 403 versus indigenous agricultural practices), essential quantitative outcomes (mean green fodder yields, yield advantages, technology gap/index, net returns, and benefit-cost ratios), along with a definitive conclusion advocating for the adoption of the proposed practices.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically robust. It effectively integrates empirical data and established theoretical frameworks (robustness, adaptability, and transformability) to analyze resilience in an agricultural context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally sufficient, covering key literature pertinent to the study’s focus
	

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


	The manuscript employs a formal tone and clear language that is appropriate for academic contexts.
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