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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 study is somewhat researchable and important to the farming community with specific to the kind of crop studied. Farmers should have known for the kind of new technology they utilize and associated practices recommended by the researcher. Again, the importance of the mustard crop to the community and the kind of policy improved regarding the commodity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	My suggested title should be “Determinants of Knowledge and Adoption of Mustard Technologies; The Case of Farmers in…….District
	

	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 should start like this; why this study needed and how this study answers that problem, and then it used this kind of methodology including the sampling technique. Hint: mustard is a very important crop grown in varies agro ecology, however its adoption level remain unstudied yet. Therefore this study was designed to analyse the knowledge and adoption level from the sample of 120 households. Both primary and secondary data employed. ……..
· Why purposive; due to production potential and adoption Cxs etc.  incorporated
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but it lacks some level of coherence and methodological gaps, again there is also some kind of interpretation errors. For example, without econometric analysis, how can we judge whether a variable is highly significant or not with only taking a correlation analysis?
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· They are not sufficient and some are not recent. 
· There need to have re write introduction section and also correct typing errors.
	

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


	· They are somewhat good except from typing errors. That should be corrected accordingly.
	

	Optional/General comments


	-abstract should be rewritten.
-references are not sufficient and recent related papers should be reviewed again

- if it is possible, model analysis will be conducted for the level of adoption section

- recommendation section will be added.
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