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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical issue in agricultural extension by assessing the knowledge level of farmers regarding improved mustard cultivation practices in a key mustard-producing district of Uttar Pradesh. It highlights the knowledge gaps in essential agronomic practices that directly impact yield and productivity, thereby providing valuable insights for targeted extension interventions. The study’s focus on socio-economic and psychological factors influencing knowledge acquisition enriches understanding of farmer behavior and adoption barriers. Consequently, it offers a practical foundation for designing better training programs, technology dissemination, and policy formulation to enhance mustard productivity in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Assessment of Knowledge Level of Farmers and Its Associated Factors in Improved Mustard Cultivation Practices in Lakhimpur Kheri (U.P.)” is clear, precise, and reflects the content of the study well. It accurately conveys the study’s dual focus on knowledge assessment and related influencing factors in a specific geographic context. No change is necessary; however, a slightly more concise alternative could be: “Assessment of Farmers’ Knowledge and Influencing Factors in Improved Mustard Cultivation Practices in Lakhimpur Kheri, Uttar Pradesh.”
	

	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 abstract is comprehensive and captures the study’s objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications effectively. It clearly states the study’s rationale, major results including knowledge levels, significant factors, and recommendations for extension efforts. However, adding a brief mention of the sample size and data collection method (interviews with 120 farmers) would enhance clarity. The inclusion of specific mentions about the major gaps (e.g., seed treatment, rouging, intercropping) highlighted in the results would provide a more rounded summary. No deletions are necessary as the abstract is concise and focused.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, employing appropriate research design, data collection, and statistical analysis (including correlation coefficients). The interpretation of results is consistent with data presented and aligns well with existing literature cited. The study carefully distinguishes experiential knowledge from scientific knowledge and discusses socio-economic variables' influence on knowledge acquisition. The conclusions drawn are justified and based on evidence. The use of references to support findings further strengthens scientific validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient, relevant, and span recent years up to 2025, which enhances the manuscript’s contemporary context. The cited literature covers studies from different regions on similar themes of knowledge assessment and agricultural practices, supporting the arguments well. Additional suggestions could include recent global or national reports on mustard cultivation technology adoption trends or scientometric studies on agricultural knowledge dissemination if available, but this is not essential given the current robust referencing.
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, properly structured, and uses appropriate technical terminology. Minor grammatical improvements and polishing of sentence flow could enhance readability, for example, simplifying some complex sentences and improving transitions between sections. Nonetheless, the manuscript meets academic standards for publication with no major language issues.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to understanding farmer knowledge on mustard cultivation in a critical agricultural zone, identifying gaps and influential factors. The title is appropriate, the abstract comprehensive with minor opportunities for enhancement, and the scientific approach is valid and well-supported. References are current and adequate, and the language is scholarly and clear. It is recommended for publication with consideration of minor improvements mentioned above.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No apparent ethical issues are evident in this manuscript. The study involves surveying farmers about their knowledge, conducted via personal interviews with pre-tested structured schedules. There is no indication of data fabrication, unethical treatment of participants, or breach of confidentiality. The methodology follows standard social science research protocols for interviewing farmers. However, the manuscript does not explicitly mention obtaining informed consent or ethical clearance, which should ideally be included in the final version for ethical transparency.
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