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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 manuscript presents a descriptive case study of the interventions carried out under the Village Adoption Programme (VAP) by the Agricultural College, Sircilla. It highlights how targeted agricultural interventions—such as introduction of high-yielding paddy varieties, soil testing, integrated nutrient management, and participatory rural appraisal (PRA)—can enhance productivity and promote sustainable rural development. The study contributes practically by documenting grassroots-level changes, which can be used as a model for other academic institutions adopting villages under similar schemes. Although its scientific rigor is limited, the manuscript adds value to the literature on participatory agricultural development and extension methodologies in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is grammatically incorrect and lacks specificity. It does not reflect the main theme or highlight the developmental or agricultural interventions.
Suggested Title Alternatives:
· “Impact Assessment of Village Adoption Programme Implemented by Agricultural College, Sircilla: A Case Study of Narsimhulapalle Village, Telangana”
· “Agricultural and Socioeconomic Impact of Village Adoption by Agricultural College, Sircilla: A Case 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.


	The abstract is not comprehensive and lacks proper structure (background, objective, methods, results, and conclusion). It reads as a fragmented summary rather than a scientific abstract.

Suggestions for Improvement:

· Start with the objective of the study (to assess the impact of interventions under the Village Adoption Programme).

· Include brief methods (e.g., PRA, soil testing, varietal introduction, training).

· Summarize major quantitative results (e.g., increase in yield levels, adoption area changes, soil improvement outcomes).

· End with a concise conclusion (e.g., improved productivity and awareness among farmers).

The abstract should be rewritten to improve clarity, flow, and scholarly tone.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is descriptive rather than analytical. While it documents interventions and outcomes, it lacks statistical validation or quantitative analysis to support the conclusions. There are inconsistencies in data presentation (e.g., demographic figures, yield changes) and methodological vagueness (e.g., no statistical methods beyond “identifying deviations from normalcy”). The PRA and impact assessments are not rigorously analyzed. To be considered scientifically sound, the study should:

· Apply basic statistical tools (e.g., paired t-tests or percentage change analysis) to measure pre- and post-intervention effects.

· Provide clear sample sizes, data sources, and timelines.

· Avoid repetition and improve logical sequencing of results.

At present, the manuscript is suitable as a field-level case documentation but not as a peer-reviewed research article.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are limited and partly outdated. Only seven references are cited, of which some are baseline reports or case studies, not peer-reviewed scientific articles.

Suggestions for Additional References:
· Include recent studies on Village Adoption Programmes or Extension Impact Assessments (post-2021).

· Add references on Participatory Rural Appraisal (PRA) methodologies and Impact Evaluation frameworks (e.g., Chambers, 1994; World Bank, 2018).

· Cite works related to technology adoption models and agricultural extension outcomes in India.
	

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


	The manuscript requires major language editing. There are numerous grammatical errors, inconsistent tenses, and awkward sentence constructions. The article also lacks academic tone and proper paragraph organization. Some sentences are repetitive or redundant.
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